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Articirel 


dn Enquiry into the Nature and Tendency of Critici/m, with regard te 
the Progre/s of Literature. Part VI, Including a contife View of 
the Progre/s of Literature from 1485 to 1603. 


** Critici/m Learning’s handmaid prov’d, 
«“« To drefs her charms, and make her mote helov’d.” 
Pops’s Effay on Criticifm, 


N the preceding part of this effay *, having taken a cur- 

fory view of thofe fignal events which peculiarly diftinguith 
the annals of hiftory under the line of Tudor, -1 propofe in the 
fequei to trace the gradual improvements of thie arts, fciences, 
belles lettres, &c. from the union of the two rofes to the ac- 
ceffion of the Stuart line. 

The fatatary regulations of civil policy eftablifhed by king 
Henry VIl. were happily fucceeded by the gental rays of civil 
and religious liberty, which diffufed a benign influence on the 
produétions of tafte and genius. The R-/ormation is an intereft- 
ing and important event, great in itfelf, and momentous in its 
confequences ; an event interefiing to all who fee/ for the caule 
of their country,—who are animated with a patriotic ardour, 
an independent fpiit. That mutual coamection which infepa- 
rably fubfilts between pure religion, liberty, learning, and the 
arts of peace, is fo obvious, as to admit of mo doubt. The 
ableft politicians in all ages clearly difcerned it. Tire fubsle 
apoftate Julian was fully confcious of this .reciprocal union, 
when he prohibited his fubjeéts from educating youth in the li+ 
beral arts, and ordered all teminaries of learniag to be feclu- 
ded. The reafon is obvious; he was juftly appreheofive that 
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the principles of erudition (once diffufed) would, by enlightert 
jng the mind, tend to facilitate the progrefs of Chriftianity 
throughout the imperial realms; and therefore, with his ufuat 
cunning, he refolved (as the moft effe&tual*method to prevent 
religious innovations) to ftop the Pierian Spring. To this fame 
maxim of political fophiftry we may juftly impute that infernak 
tribunal which d/afs the bloom of genius in foreign parts, and 
Jays the intelle&tual faculties under fach reftraints as totalfy pre- 
cludes ail licerary inrprovements. No wonder that the rage of 
fuperftitious bigotry fhould caft a jealous, a fufpicious eye on 
learning and philofophy, when it is confidered that thefe liberal 
ftudies tend to open, enlarge, and expand the mind, and thereby 
enabie it to break thofe chains which falfe religion impofe on 
ignorance. Hence the fevere check which knowledge recéived 
in Italy ; Aence its total extin€tion in Portugal, Spain, &c. ; and 
hence its flow progrefs in the Imperial dominions, and in sbis 
ifland, whilft overfhadowed with the thick cloud of {uperftitious 
enthufiafm and defpotic tyranny. Doth any perfon require a 
convincing proof? let him furvey the prefent ftate of Italy, and 
compare its modern fituation with its ancient glory. Italy! (once 
the feat of learning, the centre of the arts, the favourire refi- 
dence of Apollo and Minerva) what an amazing change} for 


‘© There the fource of fcience flows no more, 
Whence its rich ftreants fupply’d the world before.” 
LYTTELTON, 


Does not the prince of poets affign a cogent reafon for this fur- 
prifing alteration ? 


‘* There Science lies in fetters gagg’d and bound, 

There ftript fair Rhet’rick languifl’d on the ground ; 
There (beneath her footftool) Science groans in chains, 
And wit dreads exiles, penalties, and pains.” Pore. 


A reader interefted in the important events related by Roman 
hiftorians, and glowing with that patriotic ardour which once 
animated this famous republic, muft, in contemplating the mo- 
dern {tate of Italy, be naturally led to deplore the fatal effeéts 
of that blind fuperftition, which hath rendered the pureft re- 
ligion' fubfervient to the purpofes of the moft flaviff’ oppreffion, 
and enthralled in fpiritual bondage the wretclied pofterity of 
the lords of the univerfe.—-—-To what can we impute this ex- 
traordinary revolution? Can it be owing to the commixture of 
nations, or to the force of #atural prepoffeflions? No. Toac:- 
count for this phenomenon, we muft look for a higher caufe 
(more potent and coercive, in order to effet /uch a change !J 
Indeed, what paffion is, what can be ftronger, or capable of 
being 
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being worked up to fuch exorbitant heights, as /uper/itious enthu- 
frafm. This is that mafter-/pring which Demetrius touched in or- 
der to inflame the multitude againft the Apofiles ;—-—zdis was 
made ufe of to incenfe the Athenians againft Alcibiades ;—and 
to this /ame caufe we may juftly impute the unrivalled excellency 
of the Italians in painting, fculpture, &c. Whilit the liberal {ci- 
ences fink into oblivion, thé polite arts are fuccefsfully cul- 
tivated, 

But to return from this digreflion, into which I was naturally 
led. Next to dife, what is, what can be more valuable than ci- 
vil and religious berty? View the ancient republics !—When a 
fpirit of freedom was extinét, how foon did tafte, genius, and 
learning expire ?-—The fucceffors of. Julius and Auguftus 
{trove in vain to retrieve the literary glory of Rome ; liberty 
was loft, and therefore the moft ftrenuous efforts of Vefpafian, 
Titus, and Trajan, to invite the Mufes, &c. proved abortive, 
Tacitus and Juvenal c/ofed the fcene, and freedom vanifhed. 
The cafe is the fame with regard to the Athenian common- 
wealth; for though Greece maintained a literary fpirit fome 
time after it flew from Rome, yet the arts and {fciences vifibly 
languifhed under the iron rod of tyranny :—that vigour and 
alacrity which omce animated their republic, was totally evapo- 
rated. Dio and Plutarch were the only eminent writers they 
produced under a ftate of fervility. Certain it is, that thongh 
genius may fometimes 4urf through all obftacles, yet, in ge- 
neral, the arts and fciences flourifh in proportion as they are 
enlivened by the radiant beams of freedom, patronage, and 
protection. Though Taffo, Raphael, &c. flourifhed under arbi- 
trary government, yet let it be remembered, that they were fa- 
voured with the /miles of the court, and confequently are ze 
exception to the rule laid down by Longinus, Shaftefbury, Ad- 
difon, &c. viz. That freedom and arts together rife and fall,_— 
To infufe a juft fenfe of the ineftimable privileges of liberty, 
was the conftant and earneft endeavours of the ancient ora- 
tors *; and to this end the labours of Demofthenes were par- 
ticularly dire&ted: but when luxury and faétion took place of 
temperance and unanimity, and ftruck at the vitals of each em- 
pire, Greece, Rome, &c. fell an eafy prey to the fury of the 
oppreffor, and the ‘ fenced city foon became a ruinous heap.” 
The firft ages of Chriltianity were happy in the enjoyment 
of freedom; but as power prevailed, thefe noble principles gave 








* Videte, ne ut illis pulcherrimum fuit, tantam vobis imperii 
gloriam relinquere, fic vobis surpifimum fit, illud quod acce- 
piftis, tueri & confervare aon pofe. Cicero’s oration pro Lege 


Manilia. . 
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place, and the tage of berefy fupplanted liberty. Religions 
controverfies were carried on with uotempered zeal, and .per- 
fued at the expence of candor. In the fequel, papal fupremacy 
fixed its empire, and the iron rod of tyranny made all oppofitiorr 
fail before it. This gloomy /cene overfhadowed our ifland for the 
fpace of feven hundred years, and changed the ‘* garden of 
Eden into a defolate wildernefs.? Facttious herefy, civil wars, 
and political divifions, fpread defolation around, till Divine Pro- — 
vidence (which works all things together for good), by uniting 
the oppofite parties, effefted a happy revolution in favour of 
civil and religious freedom ; fo that Chriflian liberty began once 
miore.to rear her head. 

Several concurring circumftances (particularly the art of 
printing) tended to facilitate the progrefs of literature, Sec. 
King. Henry VH. had difcernment to difover merit, though, 
alas! truth obliges us to own, that he had sw generofity to re- 
ward it. In his reign the Mufes returned from exile, and in 
Hawes the poetical genius and luxuriant fancy of Spenfer re- 
vived. Allegory refumed its ancient fpirit, and painting began 
to flourith, after having lain in oblivion ever fince the reign 
of king Henry HI. Vertue could perceive zo traces of this ele- 
gant and polite art from that era til! the fifteenth century, when 
Raphael, Titian, Holbein, &c. arofe. ** Stones dayp’d to form, 
and rocks began to we” | vivit, & expreffus /piranti in mar- 
morevultus}]. Raphael itruck out that majeftic freedom which 
hath fince animated paimitizg, and delivered it from fervility.. 
The acceffion of king Henry VIII. eftablithed the arts, which 
flourifhed under the aufpices of his royal patronage: he invited 
Ttalian artifts, and munjficently encouraged the celebrated 
Holbein, whofe extraordinary genius juftly entitled him to 
thefe marks of diftinction. He was carefled by Sir Thomas 
More (whofe poetical talents are well known), to whom he 
was introduced by Erafmus. This ingenious perfonage lived at 
a time when learning was juft emerging out of barbarifm, and 
foone by elegantly lamenting the defeéts of his cotemporaries : 
in a word, the abilities of Erafmus truly entitled him to the li- 
beral protection of the refpectable Warham. Clafiical lite- 
rature began now to awaée, and a tafte for antiquity was fuc- 
cefsfully cultivated under the aufpices of Collet, Afcham, Le- 
land, Cheke, and other illuftrious rivals in polite literature. 
The Greek language (that ineftimable repofitory of genuine 
elegance and fublimity) at this era, was taught and admired.— 
Skelton was not inferior to his illuftrious cotemporaries Surry 
arid Wyat. —Nor ought due praife to be with-held from Norté 
Britnin, a nation not b Sdberinr to the Souwth in literary attain- 
ments, Lindefay and Dunbar (not to enumerate many others) 
bear . 
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bear ample teftimony in favour of the poetical génius of Scot~ 
land, Torregiano (a celebrated fculptor of Florence) rivalled 
Michael Angelo Buonaroti at this juncture, and L. Cornel was 
patronized by king Henry VIII. In the fuceeeding reigns, the 
art of painting improved under ths mafterly. hands of L. de 
Heere, C. Ketel, F. Zucchero,.M. Garrard, and H.C. Vroom. 
The Mufes attended the fifter-arts, and: Hawes was the firft 
who decorated invention with harmony and perfpicuity. He 
refined Lydgate, and improved the poetry of Chaucer and 
Gower. Shakefpear (touched on in my laft): was one of thofe 
felf-taught genius’s: which nature rarely produces, or, at moft, 
but once in an age. His poetry was infiration indeed, and he 
was, as Popé obferves, truly an original. He feems to have dif- 
cerned mankird by intuition——to havé feen through hu- 
man nature at one glance———mafler of every paffion. I cannot 
convey a jufter idea of his amazing genius than is contained: im 
the. couplet of a modern: poet. 


“¢ Nature lifVning ftood, whilft Shakefpear play’d, . 
And wonder’d at the work herfelfhad made.” CuuRCHILL. 


Shakefpear is compared by a certain acute critic to the Engh 
Homer —--both extraordinary genius’s—--bat each marked by 
thofe peculiar characteriftics which diltinguifh the different pro- 
dudtions of nature. As out language funk under Milton (un- 
equal'to convey a: juft idea of the force and fire of his genius, 
the fublimity: of his fligtits,: and! the ftrength of his imaginas 
tion ).fo nature was too confined a theatre for the fertile inven- 
tion.and. luxuriant fancy of Shakefpear. In a word, whilft we 
view the /ater, every paffion is awakened; and whilft we ad- 
mire the former, we are:‘* caught up into:the third heavens.” 
Lord Verulam is another firiking proof of the amazing: force 
of nature; Sir, Nicholas Bacon was (to his honour) a zealous. 
promoter of the Reformation: His name will ever be reveredg ' 
as the father of his country, and of Sir Francis Bacon, who 
was in all refpe&ts a-niaw of the’ moft extraordinary genius that 
any nation ever produced. Lord Verulam has been juftly com- 
pared to the celebrated Des'Cartes. They’ beara ftriking re- 
femblance to each other: doth paved the. way for the’ Newtoniaa. 
fyftem—both acute metaphyficians—but, prejsidice apart, the 
French mutt, yield the palm to the Engi philofopher, as the 
ableft. mathematician, ftatefman, and: hiftorian.. I with. (for 
the Jonour of human nature) that thevirtues of his heart had been 
equal to the faculties of his underftanding; but with refpect to 
this point, truth will not admit of a panegyrick:: however, can- 
dor cafts a veil,, and humanity drops a tear on the failings’ of 
ove who, in his iaselieual’ character, was @n ornament to the 

eRe: world. 
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world. Lord Verulam is one amongft many other inftances 
(e. g. Atterbury, Wharton, Rochefter, &c.) that perfons of 
the Srighre? talents often fall into the greate# errors, and are at 
once a ftanding monument of the qweaknefs as well as the dignity 
of human nature, The Engi/f Solomon and the Britifh Cefar 
(i. e. Marlborough), whilit they fhone with equal fplendor in 
the cabinet and in the field) and made all oppofition fall 
before them, were /laves to that Jelffe paffion which dif- 
folves all ties. Happy, if lord Verulam was free from any im- 
putation of this kind; but truth obliges us to own, that Pope’s 
couplet is equally juft, fatyrical, and picturefque : 


‘< If parts allure thee, think how Bacon fhin’d, 
The wifeft, brighteft, meanef? of mankind.” 


Raphael, before-mentioned, was poffefied of a genius not 
inferior to any of thofe illuftrious perfonages who adorned this 
remarkable zra (termed by Voltaire the fourth period in the an- 
nals of literary hiftory). He was patronized by Julius II. and 
Leo X. It is remarkable, that Raphael’s beft and greateft 
produGions were taken from facred hiftory ; and I cannot forbear 
obferving, that the fublimeft flights and happieft images in 
Milton, were derived from the fame inexhauftible fource (viz. 
the Holy Scriptures). I need only appeal to the Cartoons, as a 
proof of the former: Paradife Lof# bears teftimony in favour of 
the latter.—-The Transfigurationis jufily allowed to be Raphael’s 
mafter- piece (exquifitely touched and highly fxifoed): he hath 
given fuch a divine re/plendence to the figure of our Saviour, as 
is eafier conceived than can be expreffed. It is, indeed, ama- 
zing, and makes a fine writer fay, That this inimitable artift 
exerted a laft and great effort, to fhew the power of his art in 
conveying an idea even of what is imexprefible, The perfeGion 
of this produ@ion is a clear and convincing proof, how much 
his imagination was elevated by an attentive ftudy of the facred 
oracles. 

This is the favourite era in literary hiftory; every part of it 
is rendered confpicuous by that fpirit of invention which is the 
true charaéteriftic of genius, and thofe ufeful plans of improve- 
ment, which naturally refult from a vigorous exertion of the in- 
relleétual faculties. A new radiance feemed to illuminate every 
quarter of the globe. Art and nature confpired to produce va- 
luable difcoveries, and a laudable emulation animated each ri- 
val ‘to prefs forward, and obtain the prize :”—whilft ignorance 
and fuperftition prevailed, the light of learning was eclipfed. 
Hence that melancholy chafm in the annals of literature in the 
fifth and fixth centuries, as alfo in the ninth and tenth, &c.— 
from the xra of Ptolemy to that of Leo X. when the empire of 
the 
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the Greeks was deftroyed, and the fcattered remains of their 
knowledge was transferred into Europe. The invention of 
printing, the patronage of the duke of Medicis, Francis I. and 
almoft all the potentates of Chriftendom, who vyed with each 
other in promoting the arts, fciences, belles lettres, &c. 
thefe concurring circumftances, joined to a reftoration of li- 
berty, could not fail of having a happy influence on tafte and 
genius. Learning revived in the fifteenth century, and we re- 
formed from popery ia the fixtecnth. It was /earning that firft 
antroduced the Reformation, and hath ever fince defended it, 
Can there be a ftronger proof of the clofe {1 had almoft faid in- 
yeparable) connexion between pure religion, freedom, and eru- 
dition, It is remarkable, indeed, that Chriftianity was fir 
propagated at Rome, and the Reformation effe&ed in this 
ifland, by princes of the /ame charaéer, temper, and difpofi- 
tion [‘* animi quodam impetu concitati——ad nature atq; inge+ 
nii ” Cic. pro Murena.]; a ftriking proof, that even the 
human paflions are fubfervient to the divine purpofes, im the 
moral government of the world. 

The flu@tuating conduct of king Henry VIII. plainly thewed, 
that he ‘* halted between savo opinions”—toffed to and fro, and 
carried about with every wind of political fophiftry——alternately 
influenced by the falutary councils of Crazmer, and by the per- 
nicious fuggeftions of Gardiner. The primate, though not 
unfpotted, is juftly allowed to be one of the moft wenerabke per- 
fonages of that age. Happy, 4e preferved his influence on the 
capricious monarch, in fpite of all malicious infinuations, fac- 
tious rage, and papal wiles, This circumftance molt certainly 
be confidered as prouidential; and, in truth, every incident in 
the annals of hiftory bears firong marks of that omnipotent 
hand which refrains the /pirit of princes, direéted the fling to 
Goliath, and the arrow to Ahab. As to the imputation on 
Cranmer (in his laft moments), candor will naturally impute it 
to the weakne/s of human nature, which cannot always ftand 
upright. There are unguarded moments : the man after 
God’s own heart confeffes that he was /ometimes afraid ; and 
the humble fupplicant in the Golpel acknowledges the fame 
frailty : ‘* Lord, I believe; help thou mine unbelief?’——Pro- 
phane hiftory confirms thefe examples from facred, The beft 
and wifeft of the heathen philofophers tarnithed the luftre of his 
name by an abject and fervile temporizing, —-——Erafmus (that 
refpeétable perfonage!) was zor blamelefs, Even 4e falls under 
the lath of fatire ; at once 

The glry-of the priefthood, and the ame, Pore. 


Why then fhould the candid Chriftian wonder at the infirmity 
B4 : of 
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of Cranmer, who, with all his faults, may be defervedly ranked 
amongft that noble army of martyrs who contended earneftly 
for the purity of that faith which was once delivered to the faints,’ 
and fealed with their blood that religion which they fo zealoufly 
defended. Herel cannot with-hold the juft tributeo f praife due 
'. Latimer, Ridley, &c, who (innocentia te&ti) encountered the 

nts of death with the moft intrepid heroifm. The 
d of king Henry VHI.’s reign was ftained by fimi- 
kar acts of cruelty: but, indeed, how can a national revolution 
be effected without thefe melancholy fcenes, efpecially when 
religion is concerned ? 

Eis fon king Edward VI. was.a promifing prince ; but, alas! 
cut off in the flower of his age, Oftendunt terris hunc tan- 
tum fata, neq; ultra, effe finunt. The Reformation flourifhed 
under his aufpices, the anti-papilts entertained great hopes, and 
their expectations were well-grounded. He had been educated 
in the pure principles of Chriftianity: his extraordinary natural 
talents and acquired accomplifhments at ‘once attrafted the 
efteem, and commanded the refpect of his fubje&ts. The plan 
which he formed, and the meafures which he adopted, were 
highly laudable; but, like the amiable Alfred, he was not pere 
mitted to. execute the fchemes he had concerted, and confe- 
quently the nation was deprited of reaping the fruits of his pa- 
triotic defigns. ‘* Tantum abfuit a perfeione Maximorum 
operum,—ut fundamenta, que cogitarit, nondum jecerit,” ag 
the celebrated Roman orator obferved, with regard to Cefar, 
jn his elegant oration pro Marcello. The fort reign of king 
Edward VI, was agitated by thofe faQtious feuds which ever at- 
tend a regal minority. 

At the acceflion of his fifter queen Mary J. a new fcene opens. 
The flames: of perfecution broke out with redoubled rage, and 
every humane-fentiment was facrificed to blind fuperftition and 
furious bigotry:——“ Illi rcdur, & es triplex circa peGus erat,”— 
Steeled azainit all imprefions of pity, tendernefs, or compaflion, 
¢s her heart was harder than the nether-milftone.” 
Prejudice apart, truth obliges us to own, that an i/fberal and 
exclufve {pirit peculiarly characterizes the partizans of popery : 
a fpirit of Jitter zeal (as repugnant to the Chriffian religion as it 
js to common humanity) hath, in all ages, difgraced their per- 
fuafion ; not confidering, that mere differences in opinion can 
by no means juftify a violation of that charity, which, as men,’ 
and as Chriftians, we owe to each other.;—not confidering, I 
fay, that we are a/ equally faliide, and that therefore private 
judgmenr ought not to be fet up for a pubic ftangard. But 
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fuperftitious bigotry is blind, and will not admit of rational 
convidlion,  -Pepery, as°a fine writer exprefies it, is really an 
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wfurpalion upon Chriftianity, and, like ufurpers, lives within its 
guards, inquifitors, and dragoons; founding its defpotic em- 
pire on the principle of fear, and fupporting.it by the inftru- 
ments of cruelty. How repugnant to that gentle and can- 
did temper which. breathes throughout the Gofpel, to that mild 
and placid forbearance enforced in the precepts, and recom- 
mented by the example of the Author of ovr faith !—__how 
diametrically eppofite to that religion which excludes the rod 
of tyranny, and places im its ftead the fpirit of meeknefs—that 
benign fpirit, which draws with the cords of a man, even with 
the hands of love. The reader, I hope, will pardon this dis 
greflion, when he confiders, that a view of thofe execrable 
cruelttes, perpetrated in this reign, naturally leads us into this 
train of reficGion. Human nature, if not quite loft, muft 
foudder at contemplating thefe barbarities, rendered more odious 
by being mafked under the fpecious pretext of religion. 
Compaffiou is that invifible tie of nature mplanted in the human 
frame, /o inherent in our conftitution, that the apoftie feemed 
to judge it unneceffary to remind the primitive Chriftians of bro- 
therly love, 1 Theffal. iv.'5, 9. ‘* Ye are taught of God'to love 
éne another—it is wrote on the saé/e of'your hearts.” Hec, 
non /cripta, fed nata lex, quam non didicimus, accepimus, lepi-" 
mus, verum ex, natura ip/a arripuimus, haufimus, expreflimus. 
Cicero pro Milone. Bonner was certainly a ft inftrument in 
the hands of arbitrary power [ad omne faciuus paratifiimus. Cie. ] 
as great a difgrace to the dench, as ever Jefferys was to the dar; 
foth cruel tyrants; and doth equally blind to. the srue intereft* off 
that caufe which they pretended to.advance. Cardinai. Rale 
and pope Innocent XI. clearly dicerned, that the furious bigo- 
try and impetuous rage of quecn Mary I. and king James If. 
was quite contrary to to the prudent maxims-of difcreet and 
acute politicians (e. e@ Agricola, &e. .); who always wrought 
gradually on thofe whom they intenced to conquer ‘{fobrius ace 
ceffit ad evertendam eccléefiam]. We may venture to affirm,’ 
that thefe wiséent outrages committed by the votaries of popery, 
tended more effectually to efiablifh the Reformation; than the 
moft earneft labours of its warmeft promoters ; for the-proteftant 
religion was fealed with the blood of thofe primitive martyrs. 

The acceffion of queen Elizabeth effeXed'a happy revolatton 
in favour of civil and religious Itberty. That'relpe€able prin- 
cefs poffeffed- an excellent underftanding well cultivated, and 
was formed by nature to govern a free people. [Happy foe 
this ifland, that Providence /Jortened the reign'of her predecef- 
for, who, like other /anguinary tyrants, was net permitted ‘to 
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* Quos Jupiter vult percere, cemientat prius. 
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live above Saif her days.} When Elizabeth came to the throne, 
a new fcene was opened, Freedom took place of flavery, She, 
lovely power! ‘* /miled faQtion into peace.” She called the arts 
and {cience from retreat—fhe called the Mufes to their ancient 
feat. That laudable enterprize which was degua in her father’s 
reign, was happily compkted in her own; and the Reformation 
perfe&ted, whereby Freedom was fixed on a firm foundation. 
Polite literature was accompanied with the ebfru/e {ciences, and 
philofophy attended the belles lettres. Not only England, but 
alfo Spain, &c. produced eminent literati, artifts, &c. Nebrif- 
fenfis, Miranda, Covarruvias, Mariana, &c. adorned the Spanifh 
nation; whilft Politianus, Sannazarius, Bembo, Fortunio, &c. 
reflected luftre on Italy. Ben Johnfon fhone on the Englifs 
theatre at this zra, and is termed by Dryden the 4¢f dramatic 
poet of that age, not inferior to Lee, Otway, &c. The limits 
affigned to this part will not admit of a critical analyfis of the 
various produdtions of tafte and genius which diftinguith zhis 
reign, and render it a drilliant period in the annals of literary 
hiftory. I cannot c/ofe this part, without applying the words 
of Tully to that ¢//e conne&ion which fubfifts between religion, 
liberty, learning, and peace: ‘** Quum bellum exardet, omnes 
artes qu ad Sumanitatem pertinent, illicd conticefcunt.” 


Ackworth, nigh Ferrybridge, 
Yorkfhire, Nov. 20, 1764. EDW. WATKINSON, 











YI. The Hiflory of England, from the Acceffion of James I. to that 
of the Brunfwick Line. By Catharine Macaulay. Vol. JJ. 
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F we miftake not the fentiments of this lady with regard 

to her favourite fyftem, fhe is of opinion that even in Eng- 
Jand too fmall a portion of human liberty has been taken from 
the great common of nature, and encompaffed by the pale of 
laws; that the inhabitants of this legal enclofure look with 
wifhful eyes upon feveral delicious, yet falubrious, {pots that lie 
near them, and ought likewife to be empaled; and that the 
range they have is tooconfined for their generous faculties. She 
thinks that the attempts made by the Stuart’+.ne to narrow even 
this, too fcanty boundary was of the moft flagitious kind, efpe- 
cially as they fubdivided' it into penns, where the noble ani- 
mals were to be fhut up for the purpofes of fleecing and flaying 
them with the more conveniency. She feems to think that no 
human conftitutions can warrant fuch abridgments of the rights 
of nature, and to intimate that every government which at- 


tempts te perpeivate them, becomes tyranny. Let ys now con- 
fider 
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fider how far the contents of the volume before us juftify our 
fuppofitions, 

We have already done juftice to the firft volume of this hif- 
tory, which ended with the third year.of CharlesI*, This 
commences in the year 1628, after pafling the Petition of 
Right, ‘ which, fays the author, confirmed to the fubjeé every 
privilege which their anceftors had for any length of time enjoyed 
fince the Norman conqueft had given the fatal blow to that en. 
larged fyftem of liberty introduced by the Saxons.’ What will 
a prerogative-lawyer fay to this obfervation? Does it not il- 
luftrate the picture we have drawn of the author’s fentiments, 
that the fyftem of liberty has been narrowed down fince the 
' Norman conqueft? All we can fay with any certainty is, that 
the conftitutional principles of liberty, as they ftand at prefent 
in England, were refcued from the wrecks of the Saxon go- 
vernment, but not introduced by the Norman conqueft; and 
had it not been for the fpirit of that government, the Englith 
at this tinge muft have been, perhaps, worfe than the Ruffians 
aGually are. . : 

The refle&ions of this author upon the manner in which 
Charles paffed the Bill of Rights, are mafterly and uncommon. 
« Had Charles, fays fhe, given his extorted affent to the Bill 
of Rights with a feeming alacrity, the Commons would have 
been inclined to have thrown the mantle of oblivion over paft ~ 


offences; but his evafions and delays had not only excited a dan- ~ 


gerous jealoufy, but had taken away all pretence of merit from 
the forced compliance. This head-ftrong prince, notwithftand- 
ing he had received the greateft fubfidy that was ever granted 
to any king of England; notwithftanding the manifeft indica- 
tions which the parliament had fhewed that they intended to 
give him a legal right to the revenue arifing from tonnage and 
poundage ; concluded the feflions with indecent warmth, be- 
caufe the Commons had declared that he had no right to fuch 
impofitions without confent of parliament. Had he fquared 
his conduct by the rules of common policy, on the remonftrance 

refented to him on this fubje&t, he would have offered to have 
prolonged the feffions till a bill of tonnage and poundage 
could have been perfected. This would have diftreffed the po- 
pular members, who fufpecting that he would foon violate the 
laws he had: Jately confirmed, when releafed from the fhackles 
of a parliament, wanted to leave him in a fituation that would 
reader another meeting of this affembly neceffary ; and had 
carefully avoided touching on this captious fubjeét till the Pe- 
tition of Right was clearly paffed. This fagacious condu& in 





* See vol. xvi. p. 324, | 
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the Commons, no doubt, arofe from the impolitic arguments 
which had been continually urged by the courtiers to bring 
them to comply with the demands of the crown. ‘They. endea- 
voured to. intimidate, by reprefenting that. if minifterial mea- 
fures were oppofed, the king wouid.afflume every, part of tbe. 
Jegiflature, and govern without pailiameats. Thefe fuggeftions 
might give warning, but could not. ftrike terror. Such a go- 
vernment muft ever be regarded as a tyranny, and confequently 
its duration be very precarious; whereas if, with a prefervation: 
of the forms of the conititution, the Commons had tamely 
yielded to-the king the power he had aflumed, liberty would: 
have been irrecoverably loft, and abfolute monarchy eftablifhed 
by law. 

‘¢ The numberlefs inftances in which Charles had violated 
the laws of the iand, roufed the attention of the nation. to de- 
velop the real genius of the conititution ; and. the accuracy 
with which the Commons at this period examined the legal 
tights of the monarchy, may be.attributed to an impolitic ex- 
ertion of power, that crowded into one point of view all the 
oppreffive ufurpations of. the. crown,’ 

Our author then gives a detail of the fhameful attempt to re= 
lieve Rochelle and the death of Buckingham, whofe chara&er 
fhe draws, but without exaggerating any. particular. The re- 
duction of Rochelle next follaws, with the return of the Engiith 
fleet under the earl of Lindfey. Mrs, Macaulay here. appears to 
be well founded in more than fufpeQing that the rain. of the Ro-, 
chellers, and the furrender of their city to the Rrench cardinal, 
had been preconcerted at the court of Charles, who immedi- 
ately after made a {candalous peace with France, and bafely, nay. 
perfidioufly, deferted the Rochellers. . The arbitrary. imprifon- 
ment of the merchants, and other infamous practices of 
the court, fall next under ber pen:. then the apoftacy of 
Sir Thomas Wentworth (afterwards the famous earl af Straf- 
ford) from the caufe of liberty. _Mrs. Macaulay gives us a 
very different idea, tho’ fupported by unexceptionable autho- 
rities, of that nobleman’s character and abilities, from what we 
find in other hiftorians, but by no. means to the advantage of 
his memory. The proceedings of the next parliament then, 
fucceed ; but we cannot enter into particulars, which the au- 
thor has digefted with great juftnefs and previfion. The ap- 
pearance before the council and the commitment of the offend- 
ing members who kept the Speaker in the chair till the proteft- 
ation of the Commons was.read, is here accurately recited, and 
forms a memorable epocha of that time. We muft refer the 
reader to a very fenfible difquifition upon the fubordination 


every eftablifhed form of worfhip ought to have upon 
the 
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the civil government of a-people, which the author introduce® 


~ here, 





The fecond ehapter of this volume contains \the king’s decla 
- fation upon the above-mentioned commitments; and the cha- 
racter our ingenious hiftorian gives of the members who com- 
pofed the late parliament is as follows: * They were compofed 
of the greateft men England ever produced; well founded ia 
their principles ; poffeffed of almoft all the polite learning that 
was in the nation; igtrepid in their. condu&, from a .conviGior 
of the goodnefs of their caufe; united in their couofels from 
the fincerity of their intentions; and not to be diverted by 
any difficulties from purfuing the laudable end they aimed. at.’ 

Mrs. Macaulay very juttly terms the reafous contained. in the 
king’s declaration for his flagitious condu& frivolous and weak ¢ 
and then we are prefented with an account of the proceedings 
againft the imprifoned members. Sir John Elliot, one of the 
members, who died at this time in his confinement, is a favou- 
rite character with Mrs. Macaulay. _ She fays that he pofleffed a 
hold, fpirited, and nervous elocution, a lively imagination, 
with a ready wit, and all kinds of public virtue 5; whereas he 
is reprefented by prerogative hiftorians as fomething, if poffible, 
worfe than a fiend. She gives us fome curious extracts from a 
philofophical and moral treatife, compofed by Sir Joha when 
he was a prifoner inthe Tower, entitled, ‘* The Monarchy of 
Man,” .and now extant in manufcript in the Britih Mufeem, 
with the following very threwd motto, Deus nobis bec vtia fecit. 
A new peace with France fucceeds, and another with Spain, 
both of them-difgraceful ; and, according to our author, the 
reputation of England at this time was funk to fo low an ebb, 
that fhe was infulted by all nations, and a grand vifier would 
have hanged her conful at Aleppo, as he did his interpreter, if 
he had not redeemed his life with thirty thowfand ducatoons. 
The rigour with which tonnage and poundage was levied, and 
the tyrannical adminiftration of government in Ireland, afford 
farther matter for our hiftorian’s indignant pen. The meafures 
taken to advance the hierarchy, and the paper fentdown hy the 
archbifhops Laud and Harfnet.for the perfecution of the dif, 
fenters, were correfponding 'to the other fteps of this fhameful 
reign ; and our author has given us a moft particular and af- 
feting account of. the barbarous cruelties inflicted by the Star~ 
chamber upon Dr, Leighton, the author of a book.called ** Zi- 
en’s Plea againit Prelacy.” 

The religious foppeties praétifed at the fame time by Laug 
rendered him at once contemptible and execrable; and when 
we read Mrs. Macaulay’s account of his conduét, we are ftruck with 


aftonithment that any Englifaman could be found degenerate 
enough 
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enough to blame the juftice that overtoook fuch a monfter of 
mankind. Aés of power, impofitions, monopolies, and pro- 
fecutions, all of them the moft cruel and deteftable in their 
kinds, Succeed ; and we cannot fufficiently admire this hiftorian’s 
circum{pection, who reafonably fearing leit her narrative of 
fuch enormities fhould appear incredible, takes care to bring 
her authorities, that more than vouch all fhe advances. Here 
we fhall beg leave to ftop the courfe of our review to introducé 
a few refle&tions upon Mrs. Macaulay’s method of writing hif- 
tory, in confequence of fome hints we have thrown out upon the 
fame fubje& *. | 

Hiftory, like religion, is founded on a rock on which the 
gates of party, that hell of liberty, never can prevail; and 
that rock is truth, But that divine quality aflumes various 
hues, according as the eye that views it is affe&ted by prepof- 
feflion, prejudice, bigotry, or any other mental difeafe; and 
hiftorical truth muft be tried by’ written evidences, records, and 
unqueftionable fa&ts. The firft, when not originally intended 
for publication, are the beft vouchers for charaéters as well as 
hiftory ; and Mrs. Macaulay has made excellent ufe of them 
in this volume: the fecond are drawn up by authority, and 
lodged either in public or private archives: and the third ought 
to be vouched either by thofe who had opportunities of being 
perfonally acquainted with them, or could have no intereft in . 
forging or mifreprefenting them. On the other hand, no 2u- 
thority, let it beever fo high, is to be taken on truft, efpecially 
if the author is under any temptation to mifreprefent facts ; 
and our author appears to have attended with great accuracy to 
thefe criteria of hiftorical truth. 

Lord Strafford’s Letters, which we do not remember to have 
ever before feen applied to the purpofes of general hiftory, are 
unqueftionable authorities for many of the moft fhocking ar- 
bitrary proceedings of this period, which refleéts fuch reproach 
upon the conduct of the king, court, and Star-chamber.. The 
records were carefully printed and publifhed by the powers then 
in being, and the faéts brought by Mrs. Macaulay are fuch as 
are either unqueftionable, or admitted by writers whofe intereft 
it was that they fhould not be be believed. Our author next 
gives us a detail of the affairs of Germany under Guftavus 
Adolphus, aud at the end of the chapter recurs to her former 
narrative of the Star-chamber and other fevere profecutions. 

The third chapter opens with a relation of the king’s jour- 
ney to Scotland, with a profeffed fcheme fet on foot there, for 
arbitrary power ; and upon his majefty’s return to England, he 





*® See vol. xvi. p. 323. 
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appointed the furious Laud to be archbifhop of Canterbury, in 
the room of Abbot, whom our author reprefents to have been 
of a very different chara&er. She gives a very clear and well 
fupported account of Laud’s arbitrary, or rather frantic beha- 
viour in that high ftation, to the inexpreffible prejudice of 
Charles, not only in England, but in Scotland. The Puritans 
had, it feems, a veneration for Sunday; and for that reafon 
Laud revived the Book of Sports, which had paffed in the late 
reign, and which, in faét, rendered it a day of riot and de- 
bauchery. We are apt to think (though our author takes no 
notice of it) that if the Puritans had difregarded Sunday, Laud 

would have made the obfervance of it penal, if not capital. 
Tho’ proteftant-Dutch, Walloons, and French had retired to 
England to enjoy the liberty of confcience by ferving God in their 
own way, yet the madnefs of Laud deprived them of that inefti- 
mable privilege. ‘ Having, fays our author, previoufly obtained 
the confent of the king and council, he fummoned their minifters 
to appear before his vicar-general, who delivered them two in- 
jun@tions. Firft, that all the natives of the Dutch and Wal- 
loon congregation in his grace’s diocefe, fhould repair to thofe 
feveral parifh-churches where they inhabited, to hear divine 
fervice and fermons, and perform all duties and payments re 
quired in that behalf. Secondly, that the minifters, and all 
other of the Dutch and Walloon congregations which were not 
natives, and born fubjeéts to the. king’s majefty, or any other 
ftrangers that fhould come over to them, while they remained 
ftrangers might have and ufe their own difcipline, as formerly 
they have done ; yet it was thought fit that the Englith liturgy 
fhould be tranflated into French and Dutch, for the better fet- 
tling their children to the Englifh government. Such injunc- 
tions were asa thunderftroke to thefe ftrangers, who had hitherto 
found in England a happy afylum from all degrees of perfecu- 
tion. They prefented a petition and remonftrance to the arch- 
bifhop, fetting forth, that the injun&ions now impofed were 
oppofite to all the privileges which had been continued to them 
during the reigns of king Edward VI. queen Elizabeth, and 
king James, and confirmed to them by his now majefty’s regal 
word. Laud returned anfwer, that his majefty was refolved his 
inftruétions fhould hold; and farther added, in the true ftyle 
and fpirit of a perfecuting zealot, ** For my part, I doubt not 
but yourfelves, or your pofterity at leaft, fhall have caufe to 
thank both the flate and the church for their care taken of you: 
but if you refufe (as you have no caufe to do) and I hope ‘you 
will not, I fhall then proceed againit the natives according to 
the law and canons ecclefiaftical.? According to our author, 
thofe threats were fo rigidly executed, that thoufands of ma- 
nufaCturing 
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nufacturing familics were driven from England to Holland or 
New England. Our author then exhibits a pidture of infernal 
ecclefiaftical and civil tyranny, in the profecution of Prynne the 
lawyer, which, as well as his punithment, are faffictently known to 
the public ; but the feveral fpeeches of the Star-chamber judges, 
recorded in this work, {trike us with ideas of contempt; horror, 
and deteftation. 

It comes more properly within our province than that of Mrs. 
Macanlay to with that, even fince the Revolution, feverities of 
the fame kind had not been exercifed upon criminals of the prefs 
leis blameable by far (making allowance for the difference of 
the times) than Prynne was. It is true, they fuffered by judg- 
ment of the-courts of law ; but we are apprehenfive that the 
danger to the liberty of fpeaking, writing, or printing, was 
thereby encreafed tenfold. If any Star-chamber, powers have 
crept into the courts of judicature, it is time they thould be ex- 
terminated. If by length of time or ufage they are incorpo~- 
rated with the forms, and thereby become part of the jurifdic- 
tion of the court, the cafe of the prefs is lamentable, fince 
fhe fuffers the worft of all deaths, that of pertfhing by the very 
hand that flie had refcued, raifed, and eftabiifhed. Englifh- 
men can get rid of tyranny uncountenanced by law ; but they 
cannot foeafily get rid of law that, by imperceptible degrees, has 
incorporated itfelf with tyranny. An hundred arbitrary blows 
at the liberty of the prefs aimed by lawlefs tyranny, is not equel 
to one direéted by an overbearing judge, and adopted by a paf- 
five jury: but let us fee, in our anthor’s own words, how far 
jaw can accommodate itfelf to government. We fhail omit the 
authorities brought to eftablith the following fa&s; becaufe, if 
we are not mifinformed, they may be authenticated from the 
accounts and regifters of the four grave focietits of the inns 
of conrt. 

* The illegal, barbarous punifhment that had been in- 
Ried on Prynne, inftead of roufing the half-fubdaed fpirit of 
the Englith, gave rife to a pompous performance of the fame 
fort which the wafortunate barrifler had with fo much hardi- 
nefS condemned. Noy the attorney-general, Sir Edward Finch 
the fpeaker of the houfe of Commons, and other dependents 
of the court, had fo much influence on their brethren, as to 
inftigate them to offer a mafk to the king and queen, to wipe 
off the ftain of being thought difaffe&ed to their favourite 
amufement. ‘To the ridicule of every perfon of common fenfe 
in the kingdom, the four grave focieties of the inns of court 
threw afide their Jaw-ftudies, and attached themfelves with ear- 
neftnefs to the important bufinefs of a mafk, the regulating of 
which was entrufted to committees and fb committees ap+ 
¥ pointed 
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pointed for that purpofe, Neither pains nor coft was negle&ted: 
it is faid that this compliment coft the lawyers upwards of 
21,0001, The king and queen were fo delighted with the 
fhow, that, according'to their defire, it was again repeated ia 
the city, at the expence of the lord-mayor, who entertained 
them with a magnificent dinner ; and the city had the complai- 
fance to prefent the queen with a jewel worth four shoufand 
pounds, They had offered a prefent of two thoufand pounds ; 
but that was rejected by the queén’s chamberlain, asa gift not 


coftly enough.’ 
[ Tobe concluded in our next. |] 





Ill, The Hiffory of the Life of Reginald Pole, By Thomas 
Phillips. . Part Il. 4to. Pr..i0s. 6d. fewed. Payne. , 


N military campaigns, offices of civility and politenefs often 

pafs between the Jeaders on both fides, that they may after- 
wards cut one another’s throats with the better graee. Literary 
campaigns ought to be managed in the fame manner ; before 
we begin hoftilities, therefore, we return Mr, Phillips our com- 
pliments for the very obliging letter that accompanied the vo; 
lume we are about to review, and of which he was fo kind as 
to defire our acceptance. 

In reviewing the firft volume of this work *, we obferved, 
that it brought the hiftory, of Pole’s life down to the death of. 
Edward VI. and in this, he is to break forth in all the blaze of 
pontifical glory; being fecond only to his holinefs himfelf. Our 
duthor, in the very firft paragraph of this volumie, is careful to 
inform his readers, that Edward V1. died on the fame day of 
the fame month on which his father had put Sir Thomas More 
to death. Mr. Phillips would; perhaps, have been puzzled to 
find one day of the year on which that prince did not commit 
murder ; but Sir ‘Thomas was amartyr for popery., When that 
joyful event happened, cardinal Pole had retired to Maguza, 
from whence he was drawn by the felicitations of the pope, 
who had ordered his fecretaries to make out a patent and credens 
tials for his eminence to be legate to the queen of England, the 
emperor, and the king of France; and by his credentials he 
was employed on the part of the pope to endeavour to obtain an 
interview with the emperor and the French king to bring them 
to areconciliation, Our author then entertains us with a letter 
which Pole wrote to queen Mary, congratulating her upon her 
acceflion, and informing her of his legation; to which letter 
the queen returned an anfwer, io the charaéter of his affection- 
ate kinfwoman, ‘and a dutiful daughter of the church: 





| * See vol. xvii. p. 413. 
Vou. XIX. January, 1765. C She 
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She privately informed him at the fame time that his journey 
to England ought tobe deferred. The truth is, the queen did net 
find her fubje€ts at all in a humour to return to popery; and 
the city of London was then fo averfe to any thing of this kind, 
that when the popith priefts officiated, they were obliged to havé 
two hundred of the queen’: cuards to prote&t them. Mr. Phil- 
lips takes no notice of this, nor of a minute in her majefty’s 
council*book, by which fhe folemnly promifes in the Tower, 
«‘ That though ber own: confcience was flayed in matters of 
religion, yet the meant gracioufly not to compel and reftrain 
other men’s confciences.” Our author might likewife have 
taken notice that the queen, bigotted as fhe was to the church 
of Rome, was in no fmall hurry for a hufband, and fhe was 
afraid that the cardinal’s too early arrival in England might 
foil the match. | 

We have very little to obje& to the account which Mr. Phil- 
lips gives of queen Mary before her acceflion to the throne ; 
but we know not upon what authority he makes judge Hale, 
Who had refufed to fign Edward’s will, a chief juftice: he 
ought, however, to have informed us that this Hale was a firm 
proteflant, and that becaufe he ftood up for Edward’s laws, 
even before they were repealed by parliament, he was com- 
mitted to the Marfhalfea, where he was fo cruelly ufed, that 
he put himfelf to death. When Pole fet out from Italy, he di- 
rected his courfe for Flanders, where the emperor Charles Y. re- 
fided ; but he was fo far from being admitted toa perfonal audience 
of that politic prince, that he received a meflage on the road, 
ordering him to retire to Liege, and not to ftir from thence tilt 
his imperial majefty’s pleafure was fartherknown. Mr. Phillips 
has likewife given us a detail of the fleps antecedent to the 
royal nuptials: but he has forgot to tell his readers that the 
proteftants of Norfolk and Suffolk were the chief inftruments 
of advancing Mary tothe throne: and indeed, all thofe circum- 
ftances are carefully concealed, though acknowledged by for- 
mer popifh writers. Theemperor detained Pole till the queen’s 
marriage with his fon was over; and his eminence employed 
his leifure hours in drawing up reafons for an accommodation 
between the emperor and the French king, the fubftance “of 
which Mr. Phillips gives us. 

From Bruflels Pole went to the court of France, where he feems 
to have been as coldly received as he had been by the emperor, 
who, upon his return, upbraided him with being partial in tavour 
of his rival. Notwithftanding all the cardinal has faidin the papers, 
which Mr. Phillips tranfcribes, concerning the Spanith match, we 
can by no means think that he wasa friend to it ; and it is very 
plain from the fame authorities, that Pole’s heart was not quite 
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infenfible of temporal ambition ; however, he endeavoured to 
difguife it under zeal for the queen and religion. Mr. Phillips . 
has given us the fubftance of Pole’s legantine powers, which 
appear fo ample, that they are in many inftances inconfiftent 
with the authority of civil government ; for they extend toa 
power of pardoning facrilege and perjury. A proteftatit rea- 
der may, perhaps, not think himfelf greatly edified by the 
perufal cf thofe matters, farther than that they afford him an 
inftance of pontifical infolence. Our author has treated the 
charaéter of Philip II. king of Spain with a freedom feldom to 
be found even among proteftant hiftorians : he will fcarcely al- 
low him to have had common fenfe, which few proteftants have 
denied him. At laft, all objeétions being removed, we now 
fee the cardinal fet out for England with a moft magnificent 
train of nobles and others ; and here ends the firft fe&tion of 
this volume. 

The fecond fe&tion opens with the very fplendid reception which 
the cardinal met with at the Englith court, 4nd the manner 
of his reconciling the nation to the church of Rome; in all which 
there is little or nothing either new or extraordinary; for no 
proteftant ever had the leaft doubt of Philip and Mary’s bi- 
gotry ; and the immenfe fums lavifhed by Charles V. and his 
fon in corrupting the parliament, had converted the indiffer- 
ence which many had with regard to either religion into an 
acquiefcence with popery. Every candid, proteftant muft be 
of opinion that the unbounded rapacioufnefs of thofe who, du- 
ring the two preceding reigns, had fared in the fpoils of the 
church, and therefore had patronized the Reformers, could give 
no favourable idea of the Reformation to thofe who had not 
leifure to inveftigate the truths of religion by the lights of rea- 
fon, or the reading ef Scripture; and we are very ready to 
. allow that the, at lealt, appearing fan&ity and virtue, joined 
to the fplendor, the gravity, the fufferings and high quality of 
cardinal Poles were weljl-fuited to the performance of the exe- 
crable farce. Mr. Phillips has been at great pains to defcribe 
the magnificence and pomp of the ceremony; but he omits tell- 
ing us that, during the whole, her majefty fat upon a throne 
‘* with her belly laid out,” as if the eloquence of a pregnant 
belly ought to have influenced the affembiy to become the flaves 
of fuperitition and fpiritual tyranoy. 

The plaufible behaviour of the cardinal on this occafion, his 
adoration of the papal power, his fulfome congratulations upon 
the nation’s returning to their fetters, can raife in an Englith 
breaft no fenfations but thofe of deteftation and contempt ; and 
the author muft havea moft defpicable idea of his couptrymen’s 
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underftanding, if be thinks that, at this time, they can excité 
any other. 

Mr. Phillips, in order to ftrengthen the fa&s he had advan- 
ced concerning the Reformation, gives us quotations from two 
authors, whom he calls witneffes above all exception ; and he 
brings them to prove that the people of thofe days thought the 
old, infinitely preferable to the new, religion, The firft witnefs 
is bifhop Burnet, who very frankly tells us that ** many of the 
Reformers were men of licentious and diffolute lives,” which we 
are very ready to admit as truth. But how does that ferve 
the caufe of popery ? Can any thing be more unjuft or ridiculous 
than to argue from perfons againit principles ? Diffolute lives 
may be the confequence of bad principles, as was the cafe of 
the Romifh clergy when the Reformation began in Germany ; 
and they may be attached to, but they are not the confequences 
of good principles. This reafoning from perfons is extremely 
prevalent with Mr. Phillips, and of late has become very fafhion- 
able in the Romiffl church. 

Fhe other unexceptionable witnefs brought by our author is 
Dr. Jeremy Taylor, who it muft be owned has given us a fwing- 
ing {pecimen of fanatieifm in the paffage here quoted: but we 
can by no means admit that prelate to be an unexceptionable 
witnefs im the prefent cafe. He was, it is true, a divine of 
the church of England ; but he might be a papift notwithftand- 
ing, with regard to the fanatical claims of the church of Rome : 
and, from the quotations before us, we make very little doube 
that the reader, upon perufing it, will pronounce him to be a Ro- 
man-¢atholic as much as either Pere Cauffin or Mr. Phillips him- 
felf. But Taylor is not the only church of England divine of 
former days who with all the fpirit of pepery embraced the com- 
forts of a good benefice. 

Our author feems to dwell with particular delight upon this 
bright period of our return to ecclefiaftical flavery ; and we hope 
in his next work he will entertain us with a defcription of’ 
D’Adda’s triumphant entry into the council-chambers at St. 

ames’s and Whitehall. But to be ferious, we cannot fee the 
neceflity Mr. Phillips was under of giving us a detail (with a 
very few flight comments) of this fhameful a& of reconciliation 

to the church of Rome, which he ealls ** a celebrated ftatute 
truly becoming the religion and dignity of the Britith legif- 
lature ;” and he commemorates it as a curious antique, with an 


Oftendunt tantum terris hunc Fata. 


* Thefe tranfactionsy fays Mr, Phillips, are fo honourable to 


the church of Rome, that no one will wonder the adverfaries 
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of that communion, becaufe they could not deny the faéts’ 
fhould either mifteprefent them, or, like the poet, call off the 
reader’s attention from the principal action to incidents which 
fancy forms round it. I¢ has been objected, from Fra-Paulo, that 
when the Englith ambaffadors came to Rome, fome fhort after the 
act I have cited, was paffed, Paul IV. fucceflor to Marcellus, 
who only filled the pontifical throne a few days after Julius II. 
fignified to them his difpleafure that the church lands were not 
given back, and infifted on the neceflity of a reftitution, as fuch 
difpenfations were beyond the extent of his power.-—But, to 
faynothing of this author’s want of good faith on fo many other 
occafions, the account he here gives is fuiticiently refuted by the 
Journal of the Houfe of Commons, which informs us, “ that 
after other proceedings, a bull of the pope was read, which con- 
firmed what the lord Cardinal had done concerning the affurance 
of abbey-lands :” and this final decree, by which thefe poffef- 
fons are excepted from all future revocation feems to have been 
granted by Paul IV, at the reqyifition of cardinal Pole; for he 
lets Philip know, he had wrote to have it fent immediately ; and 
expected the retura of the meflenger, who was to bring it.— 
Dugdale is no lefs clear on this point, and produces a fpecial 
decree of the fame pope, which confirms the lands held by Sir 
William Petre : nor is there the leaft trace of what Fra-Paulo af- 
ferts, either in the journal of the confiftories, which the pope 
held on this occafion; or in his letter to the king and queen, 
of which I fhall fpeak hereafter, and where every thing material 
to the bufinefs is fet forth at length. 

‘ But though the pontiff never annulled anv of thefe grants, 
yet his auftere temper, and the animofity he had formerly con- 
ceived againft the Englifh cardinal, might have caufed him to 
tell the ambaffadors, he had behaved with too great facility, 
and given up too much, and without a fuitable confideration. 

‘ A further cavil has been frequently urged, alike deftirute 
of truth and candour; that there was no real defign of making 
over the church lands to the lay owners, but that the whole af- 
fair was a fraud which ftill left room for refumption. But the 
malignity of fuch abufe can only refleé& difhonovr on the au- 
thors of it; and has been fufficiently refuted through the whole 
feries of this narrative,’ 

It happens, a little unfortunately for Mr. Phillips, that 
not a fingle word of the boafted good faith of the court of 
Rome, in affuring the church lands to their lay owners, is 
true. That they were confirmed in their poffeffion was ow- 
ing neither to Mary, Pole, or the pope, but to Charles V. who 
was afraid that even the appearance of an aé of refumption 


might*break off his fon’s marriage with Mary, or (as it un- 
C 3 doubtedly 
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doubtedly would have done) have occafioned a rebellion; he 
therefore made this a peremptory preliminary, both with Mary 
and the pope, before the marriage-articles were figned. ‘That 
was the great reafon why Pole was ftopped in the Low-Coun- 
tries; nor could Charles be eafy till his legantine powers were - 
rendered more full and exprefs on that head, We fhall not 
quarrel with our author in regard to the fecurity which 
the Jaws of England gave to thofe poffeffors; we admit it to 
have been full and ample ; but we cannot admit that the 
courtof Rome thought itfelf bound by thofe laws. Mr. Phil- 
lips himfelf hints at a very good reafon for being of this opinion ; 
for if the a&t of parliament had been fufficient, why thould fe- 
cretary Petre, the fthrewdeft and molt fenfible ftatefman 
in England at that time, folicit the pope for, and obtain, a 
particular bull to fccure to him fuch of the church lands as were 
in his poffeffion, But that no doubt with regard to the bad faith 
of the court of Rome in this affair may remain, we are to ob- 
ferve, that pope Paul 1V. himfelf does not leave the fmalleft 
goom for a quibble to hang a doubt upon, that he paid ‘no re- 
gard to what had been done in England; for on the 12th of 
July, 1555, which was nine months after the above a& of par- 
liament paffed, be iffued a bull, denouncing the mofi fevere ana- 
themas upon all who thould keep from the church or religious 
orders any part of their property, ** by whomfvever: they may 
have been alienated, even though by popes themfelves, in what 
form. of words foever they may have been made, though con- 
firmed by oath, and eftablifhed by a long prefcriptivn: all 
thefe are, by the apoftolic authority, refcinded, annulled, and 
made void; and the poffefiors of fuch lands are to be compelled 
by all cenfures, and pecuniary pains, to make fatisfaction for all 
the mean profits received, or to be received, and all judges are 

required to give judgment accordingly.” ; ' 
Cana man be found ftupid enough not to perceive, that this 
bull is an abfolute defeazance of the quieting aé& of parliament, 
upon which our author makes fo many flourithes. Ali Europe, 
at that time, looked upon it as fuch. The Spaniards dew 
clared it, and it had fuch an effe& upon the queen, that fhe 
ordered the lord-treafurer and her other miniiters to confult 
with Gardiner how her con{cience fhould be eafed in getting rid 
of the church-lands that were in fer poffeflion. After all, 
what affurance for property could there be under a woman, 
whole confcience was fo dudtiile as that of Mary’s, with regard 
to every thing that concerned her religion ? or what ftrefs was 
there to be laid upon a princefs who had fo grofsly contravened 
the declarations the made upon her acceffien? There is ncthing 
very interefling ig the remaining part. of this &tion, but thge 
| Pope 
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pope Paul IV. (who ever after hated Pole) fairly jockeyed 
him in their rivalfhip for the popedom, and that his eminence 
called a national fynod in which he faddled England with a fet of 
conftitutions, that, in fome particulars, are by.no means defpi- 
cable, relating to doétrine and morals, and which are highly 
com mended by our author, who, as an inftance of Pole’s dif- 
intereftednefs, tells us, that he made no other provifion for a 
baftard brother he had, than making him bifhop of Peterbo- 
rough Wonderful felf-denial ! 

In the tenth fection we find the legate endeavouring to re- 
claim Cranmer, who was then under fentence of death, from 
his errers; and Mr. Phillips feems to think that he was in ear- 
neft to have fayed that prelate from the ftake. Whatan infult 
is this upon the underftanding of mankind! and what a mortal 
ftab does our author give to the charatter of his hero, in his 
quotations from his letter to Cranmer, wherein he tells him, 
that he would rather fave him from death than poffefs the high- 
eft honours of this world! Why, then, did he not fave him! 
Can it be thought that Pole was not armed with fufficient 
power, imfluence, and authority, to have obtained his pardon? 
Mr. Phillips, inthe preceding pages, has unanfwerably proved 
that he was. Can it be faid that Cranmer was obftinate? No. 
He made fix feveral recantations, and his two laft were as am- 
ple as the moft bigotted Roman Catholic could have required, 
and yet he was brought tothe ftake. Mr. Phillips endeavours 
to excufe the cruelty fhewn to Cranmer, by what that prelate 
had infli€ed upon others. 





Pudet hec opprobria nobis 
Et dici potuiffe, et non potuiffe refilli. 





But Cranmer’s murders could not excufe thofe of Mary, or, 
rather, of Pole; and admitting both to have been bloody, Cran- 
mer was lefs culpable, becaufe for one murdered by him they 
murdered an hundred. We are byno means prepofleffed in favour 
of Cranmer’s perfonal chara&ter; but perfonal char+@ers, as we 
have often obferved, ought to be out of the queftion in tle 
great doctrinés of truth and reformation, If a fiend fhould 
pronounce that three and two make five, that fiend, in fuch 
inftance, fpeaks the truth; bat even Prynne the Puritan, who 
bore witnefs againft popery and the hierarchy with the lofs of 
his ears, bears, with Mr, Phillips, an unexceptionable teftimony 
when he rails at Cranmer. 

We with with all our hearts, for the fake of the Roman Ca- 
tholics in general, many of whom we know to be moderate 
in their principles, and dutiful in their behaviour towards the 
prefeat Proteltant eftablifhment, that our author had not at 
, C4 tempted 
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tempted to palliate, if not to vindicate, the inhuman butcheries 
‘committed upon the Proteftants, by that more than fémale 
fury then fitting on the throne of England, and her minifters, 

Speaking of thofe inhumanities, our author every-where en- 

deavours to infinuate, and fometimes to affirm, that they were 
inflifed rather for treafon than for herefy. His reafoning up- 
on this head is at once fo falfe and flimfy, that we are forry we 
are obliged to quote it. 

‘ I have already fhewn, that what gave occafion to enact 
penal laws againft heretics in former reigns, and to renew them 
in this, was the open rebellion againft the government, to which 
this licentioufnefs of opinions gave birth, as well as to the ma- 
nifeft fubverfion of the catholic do&rine.——-—This caufed the 
legiflature to confider herefy not only as a grieyous fin againft 
Almighty God, but as a heinous crime againft the ftate: and as 
the cognizance of it belonged to the church, bithops were re- 
quired to examine thofe who were accufed of it; and, if they 
were found guilty, to deliver them over to the fecular power.—- 
But it muft be obferved, that thefe ftatutes are laws of the Eng- 
lith realm, not canons of the catholic church, and no more 
make part either of her faith or difcipline, than the hardthips 
debtors undergoin our common gaols, or the fame punifhment 
being afligned to murder and to the larceny of five fhillings, can 
be imputed to the church of England. Nor can it be replied 
that thefe feverities have {till place in feveral countries where 
the catholic religion prevails ; ; as it is no argument againft the 
general humanity and equity of Englith proteftants, that the 
ufages I have mentioned are the ftatute law, where the Reform- 
ed is the eftablifhed religion. The catholic church is fo far 
from adjudging heretics to corporal punifhment, much lefs to 
death, that all her criminal proceedings againft fuch as are accufed 
of herefy ceafe when the caufe is cleared up, and her punith- 
ments extend no farther than the fpiritual ftate of the offender, 
I fhall exemplify this in as folemn an inftance of the church’s 
jurifdition as the cafe admits; and exerted by a pope as jealous 
of his prerogative as ever filled the pontifical throne: This 
was Paul IV. who, in his decree of Cranmer’s condemnation, 
which is directed to Philip and Mary, ‘ only requires them to 
deal with him, after he is delivered up to the fecular court, as 
the law dire&ts,” without the leaf infinuation of any bodily 
punitiiment.—The fame fentence, in fimilar cafes, is fo univer- 
fally underftood not to extend to mutilation, or taking away 
the life,of the delinquent, that the bifhop, or whoever delivers 
him to the civil magifirate, always concludes the proceedings 
of the fpiritual court in this manner ; ‘* We befeech you with 


j'! earneftnels, that for the love of Almighty God, and on the 
motive 
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motive of compaffion, and becaufe we afk it of you, that you 
will not condemn this miferableperfon to death, or the lofs of 
his limbs.” The laws of England, at the time I am {peaking 
of, punifhed herefy with death, but the church is not accounta- 
ble for laws which the did not eftablifh, and leaves their execu- 
tion to whom it belongs.—The fecular judge every where pro- 
ceeds on the fame fuppofition, and in the writ for Cranmert’s 
execution, the king and queen exprefsly take notice, ** that the 
criminal being condemned for herefy, and degraded; as the 
church neither had nor ought to proceed any further in the 
affair, he was delivered over to them, the king and queen, ac 
cording to the laws and conflitutions of the realm, provided in Juch 
cafes, and condemned to be burnt, in deteftation of his guilt, 
and for a warning to other Chriftians.” 

The plain fenfe ofthis apology is, that the papifts were to find — 
Out the man wkodid not delieve as they did, and having difcovered 
that he did not believe as they did, they were to deliver him over 
to the fecular arm, which was obliged by the laws of the country 
to burn him alive; thus the clergy were the judges, and thelaity 
the executioners, of thofe barbarous murders. But while the 
unhappy delinquents were prifoners before their trials, and confe- 
quently in the power of the clergy, we learn how they were 
treated from an unexceptionable evidence, bifhop Coverdale, 
who lived at thetime. ‘* Some, fays he, of the profeffors 
were thrown into dungeons, irkfome holes, dark, loathfome, 
and ftinking corners : other fome lying in fetters and chains, 
and loaded with fo many irons, that they could fcarcely ftir; 
fome tied in the flocks with their heels upwards; fome having 
their legs in the ftocks with their necks chajned to the wall 
with gorgets of iron ; fome with both hands and legs in the 
ftocks atonce, Sometimes both hands in and both legs out ; 
fometimes the right hand with the left leg, or the left hand 
with the right leg, faftened io the ftocks with mannacles and 
fetters, having neither ftool nor ftone to fit on, to eafe their 
woful bodies: fome ftanding in Skevington’s gives, which 
were moft painful engines of iron, with their bodies doubled : 
fome whipped and fcourged, beaten with rods, and buffetted 
with fifts ; fome having their hands burnt with acandle to try 
their patience, or force them to relent: fome hunger-pinched, 
and fome miferably famifhed and ftarved. All thefe torments, 
and many more, even fuch as cruel Phalaris could not devife 
worfe, were practifed by papilis, the ftout fturdy foldiers of Sa- 
tan, thus delighting in variety of tyranny, torments upon the 
faints of God, as is full well, and too well, known, and as ma- 
ny can teftify, who are yet alive, and have feit fome fmart 
thereof,” 

This 
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This reprefentation is unanfwerably confirmed by Mary’s own 
council-book. Perfons in every parith were fecretly inftru@ed 
to give information of the behaviour and principles of the in- 
habitants ; and on the gth of June 1555, a time when Pole was 
all. powerful at the Engiifh council-board, and had the dire€tion 
not only of Mary’s miniftry but her confcience, an order is en- 
tered in that book which authorizes the agents of the govern. 
ment ‘ to put all whom they fufpected to the torture,” The zeal 
of Mary and Pole was fuch, that they did not even pretend any 
other caule but religion for their murders. On the rgth of Ja- 
nuaty next year, in a letter of thanks from the council to the 
lord Willoughby, and others in Lincolnfhire, for their affidui- 
ties in burning heretics, they are ordered thenceforth “to proceed 
again{t the heretics, in ihe courfe of law, by putting them to 
death without making any report to the council ;” and about 
the fame time orders were fent to the proper officers *€ not to of- 
fer the queen’s pardon any more to condemned heretics.” The 
very day after thefe orders are dated, letters were written to the 
fheriffs of Warwickfhire, Bedfordfhire, and Cambridgethire, 
ordering them to detain all prifoners, even though they “thould 
be acquitted by the courfe of law, until they fhould receive far- 
ther direétions from the earl of & Suffex ; and Sir Henry Beding- 
field, lieutenant of the Tower, ‘was about the fame time order- 
ed to put fome of his prifoners to the rack. The inquifition at 
this jun€ure was abfolutely eftablithed in England, and the Effex 
commiflioners were impowered not only to extirpate all here- 
tics in that county, but to impole an oath on all whom they 
fhould bring before themfelves for the better difcovering them, 
After fuch plenitude of unanfwerable proofs of the bloody dif- 
pofition of this government in matters of religion purely, it 
would mifpend the reader’s time to produce any more. Mr. 

hillips does not, in the whole courfe of bis work,’ pretend to 
vindicate the cardinal but from bis own letters, or the reprefen- 
tations of his friends and dependants ; and the complexion of 
the times is fufficiently feen by the government’s chufing to put 
Cranmer to death for herefy rather than for treafon. “s 

To conclude: The world has feen many groundlefs impudent 
apologies for a church or a ftate in full poffefion of power, 
without the authors deigning to authenticate the faéts ; but this 
hiftory of cardinal Pole is the moft impudent as well as ill-judged 
infult that was ever offered to the underftanding of a people 
among whom papifts are now under legal difabilities. Had Mr. 
Phillips brought any authentic evidence to fupport the apology 
he makes for his hero’s character, or the conduét of that in- 
fernal reign, the public would have heard hia with atrentiog 


aad indulgence; but his work, as it now ftands, is divefRed of 
ail 
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ail authenticity. The arguments he alledges have no founda- 
tion, and his performance, inftead of ferving, muft awaken the 
public into a deteftation of its principles. 





IV. The Truth of the Gofpel Hiftory fhewed, in Three Books ; by 
James Macknight, D. D. 400. Pr. 15s. Millar, [Con- 
cluded.] : | 


N the third book the author proceeds to confider the dire@ 

proofs of the Gofpel Hiftory, viz. The evidences which arife 
trom the early publication of the Gofpels ; the charaéter of the 
Evangelifts ; the authenticity of the prefent copies; the con- 
verfion of the world ; the Chriftian inftitutions ; and the ac- 
complifhment of prophecies. Thefe he calls dire? proofs, * be- 
caufe they eftablifh the truth of all the matters contained in the 
Gofpels, without exception: whereas the collateral evidences, ex- 
plained in the preceding book, eftablith thofe particular facts 
only, of which they are the atteftations,’ 

In purfuance of our original defign, we fhall give the reader 
an epitome of this book in the words of Dr. Macknight. 

‘ 1. Of the carly publication of the Gof/pels we have undoubted 
evidence; namely, the teftimony of five different authors *, of 
the fame age with the Evangelifts, who, without any intention 
to prove this point, have, by accident, cited a variety of paflages 
from the Gofpels, The writers of the age following being 
more numerous, and their compofitions larger, afford us 
larger and more numerous citations from thefe books.——In 
the Gofpels themfelves, we meet with firong prefumptions of 
their early publication. For inftance, they claim the Apoftles 
of Jefus, or the companions of his Apoftles, as their authors. 
They affirm that Jefus commanded his Apoftles to preach his 
hiftory through all the world. They tell us, he beftowed upon 
them miraculous powers for that end. ‘They affert, that the 
Apoftles went forth according to their Mafter’s command, and, 
by preaching his hiftory, a€tually converted great numbers. 
When the Gofpels appeared, the people to whom they were of- 
fered, could not but know whether thele things were fo: That 
is to fay, whether the books themfelves came abroad within the 
term of one life, from the time in which the tranfa€tions where- 
of they fpeak are faid to have-happened ; as they ought to have 
done, if they were written by Chrilt’s attendants-: whether be- 
fore they appeared, a number of people, calling themfelves the 





* Barnabas, Clement, Hermas, [gnatius, and Polycarp. 
id | apoftles 
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apoftles of Jefus, had preached the fame things up and down 
the world by word of mouth: and whether, by their fermons 
and miracles, the apoftles had gained many profelytes every 
where. Of all thefe things, the weakeft of mankind could eafi- 
ly judge. Wherefore, feeing the Gofpels were received as true 
hiftories upon their firft publication, it is manifeft they came 
abroad as early as we fuppofe, and were believed to have been 
writter by the attendants of Jefus.—in the Gofpels, likewife, a 
variety of matters are connected with religion are accidentally 
mentioned. But it isin a manner which fhews, that their au- 
thors were perfeétly acquainted with the flate of the country, 
where the fcene of the hiftory is laid, Of this we can judge, 
by comparing the Chriftian records with the other writings of 
that age. Wherefore, the exact conformity which fubfifts be- 
tween the Evangelilts and their contemporaries, in all points 
relative to the civil and political ftate of Judea, and the neigh- 
bouring nations, is another argument of no fmall weight, 
proving that the Evangelifts lived at the time when the things 
happened which they have related, 

« But if the Gofpels were publifhed in the age wherein they 
tell us Jefus and his apofiles lived, there can be no doubt enter- 
tained of the faéts which they exhibit. For as thefe were moft- 
ly of a public nature, it was in the power of thoufands in Judea 
to have confuted them, if they had been falfe. The rulers efpe- 
cially, would have taken this pains, not only becaufe they 
hated the difciples of Jefus, but becaufe many of the things 
affirmed. in the Gofpels bear hard upon their charaéter, No 
confutations, however, of the gofpel-hiflory, were publifhed 
in Judea, or any where elfe. The moft antient enemies of 
Chriltianity, who had the beft opportunity to know this mat- 
ter, do not pretend that any fuch ever exifled. That none ex- 
ifted, is certain, from the reception which the Gofpels met 
with, in the firft age, and from the effe&s which they produe- 
ed. The arguments offered in confutation of this hiftory, 
were all taken from the circumftances of the facts themfelves, 
as the fame are related in the Gofpels. Or, if any others were 
produced, they made no impreffion upon mankind at the time 
when the Gofpels might eafily have been exploded, if they had 
been either falfe or forged. Add to this, that the Chriftian 
caufe gained credit every day, even in Judea itfelf, where thefe 
things are faid to have been done, and where the Gofpels were 
publifhed. To call in queftion a hiltory thus confirmed by 
the united voices of all mankind, is extravagant beyond ima- 
gination. 

‘ 2. This ought to be confidered likewife, that two of the 
Gofpels were written by perfons who attended Jefus during the 
whole . 
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whole courfe of his mioiftry, and who confequently were pre- 
fent at the tranfaGtions they haverrecorded. Thefe tranfadtions: 
were all matters obvious to fenfe, fo that, in judging of them, 
no {peétator, whofe underftanding was found, and whofe fenfes 
were perfe&, could be deceived. The other Gofpels were com- 
pofed by perfons, who, if they were not eye-witnefles, received’ 
their accounts from thofe who were. The perfeét agreement: - 
fubfifting between their hiftories and thofe of the undoubted: 
eye-witnefles, will juftify either fuppofition, Farther, the 
writers of thofe books were not the only witnefles of the tranf- 
a&tions they have recorded. Many others alfo accompanied: 
Jefus of Nazareth during his miniftry. But in every tranfac- 
tion of his, at. which they were prefent, all the witneffes had 
precifely. the fame ideas of the matter before them, and the 
fame remembrance of it when it was paft. Their belief of 
thefe tranfations, therefore, but efpecially their belief of the 
miracles of Jefus, could not be the effeét of enthufiafm.—Be« 
fides, thefe men had none of the external marks of enthufiafin 
appearing in their bodies: no quakings, convulfions, or trances< 
and in the exercife of the miraculous powers wherewith they 
were endowed, the gift of tongues, for inftance, they were in- 
tirely mafters ef themfelves. Ass little had they any of the qua» 
lities of mind, which either lead to, or accompany, enthufi-. 
afm. ‘They had noundue heat of temper, neither any difpofi- 
tion to melancholy. They were not remarkable for credulity, 
or felf-conceit, or ignorance. On the contrary, both their 
writings and their a€tions, fhew them to have been intirely free 
from thefe vices and weaknefles. Wherefore the nature of the 
things which thefe men have related; the circumftances of the 
cafe itfelf, and their acknowledged characters, prove beyond 
contradiftion, that they could not be deceived in the matters 
which they have recorded: 

‘ It is equally certain, that the apoftles were in no combina- 
tion to deceive the world. For their mafter could not poffibly 
perfuade them; knowingly, to embark with him in a: grofs 
fraud. ‘This will appear, if the common principles of humam 
nature are attended to. Men always require motives.of ims 
tereft to engage chem in wicked defigns. Neverthelefs, cer- 
tain it is, that nothing of this fort was propofed by Jefus to hig 
difciples, nor could be propofed. They themfelves exprefsly 
affure us, that, inftead of making them believe temporal ad- 
vantages would redound to them from the publication of his 
hiftory, he forewarned them in the plaineft terms, that they 
would thereby draw upon themfelves all manner of evils. And, 
to fay the truth, the nature of ahe cafe admitted of nothing 
elfe. For from virtuous men, who ever do their utmoft to-de~ 
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te€&t falfhoods, what could the preachers of a grofs impoftur® 
expect, but continued oppofition. From the magiftrates in all 
countries, who are guardians of the conftitution, coptinued per- 
fecution and punifhment certainly were to be dredded ; becaufe 
fuch would not fit tamely with the {word in their hands, and 
fee the religion of the ftate overturned. From the wits and 
geniufes, they could meet with nothing but contempt ; it being 
their province to ridicule impoftors. And from the multitude, 
was there any thing to be hoped for, but rejection, infults, and 
violences of all kinds. This fort may be deceived in matters 
which confpire with their prejudices, their paflions, and their 
interefts ; but they never are fo in any affair, which flatly cons 
tradiéts all thefe propenfities united. In a word, the nature of 
this fraud was fuch, that any one who confidered it ever fo lit- 
tle, muft have feen that it would prove altogether and unavoid- 
ably pernicious. Wherefore, to fuppofe that the apoftles were 
perfuaded by their mafter willingly to engage in it, is to fuppofe 
that a number of fenfible people were prevailed with to engage 
in the blackeft defign, not only without any motive, but in di- 
rect oppofition to every motive whereby wicked men are known 
to beinfluenced. A fuppofition of this fort favours of phrenzy, 
rather than of reafon.—On the other hand, the apoftles and 
evangelifts cannot be fufpe&ted of having themfelves contrived 
the falfe ftory of their mafter. Their chara&er for piety, pro- 
bity, and benevolence, rendered them abfolutely incapable of 
fuch horrid wickednefs. Or, though they had been capable of 
it, the number of perfuns neceflarily admitted into the concert, 
made agreement and fecrecy impoflible; while, at the fame 
time, the leait difcord happening among them, ruined their 
caufe for ever.—But the abfurdity of fancying that the apoftles 
contrived this fraud, will appear ftill more glaring, if we confi- 
der that they reaped to manner of advantage from it, nor pro- 
pofed to reap any. By aparticular cofmmand, which, they fay,, 
their mafter gave them, they intirely cut off the only fource of 
gain which they feemtohave had. They tell us, he exprefsly 
ordered them to work their miracles of healing for nothing. 
Freely ye have received, freely give. Accordingly it is known, 
that, inftead of making themfelves rich by the gofpel, the apo- 
files and evangelifts were extremely poor ; being often in want 
of the very neceffaries of life. They were equally denied to 
fenfual pleafures. The doétrine which they preached was an 
enemy to voluptuoufnefs. By prefcribing mortification to 
others, they laid themfelves under a neceflity of going before 
their difciples in thofe thorny paths; and at the fame time pro- 
voked all the profane narrowly to mark their conduét.—They 
were not animated by a defire of fame. For they referred the 
whole 
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whole glory of the enterprife to another, whom they call their 
Mafter, and who, if they had contrived the fraud for the fake of 
fame, could have found no place in it.—As little did they aim 
at that ‘authority, which is founded in efteem. For they con- 
tinued to the end in perfeé& equality among themfelves; no 
one of them claiming the fmalleft pre-eminence over the reft. 
—And with refpe& to civil jurifdiftion over their fellows, it was 
the fartheft of any thing from their thoughts. For they dif- 
claimed even the moft diftant intention of lording it over God’s 
heritage, and ordered their difciples to be fubject to the civil 
powers. Wherefore feeing,in fa&, the apoftles reaped no maa~- 
ner of worldly advantage whatever, from the caufe wherein 
they were engaged, why fhould they be fufpeéted of fraud in 
this matter? ‘Thetruth is, inftead of making gain of the Gof- 
pel, thefe men expofed themfelves thereby to all manner of 
perfonal fufferings: nay, they aftually underwent the heavieft 
perfecutions, rather than retraét the leaft article of what they 
had preached concerning their Mafter. The teftimony of Je- 
fus they maintained with their dying breath, and fealed it with 
their blood. To fufpe& men’s veracity in fuch circumftances, is 
to deftroy every charaéter by which truth can be diftinguithed 
from falfhood. 

‘ 3. But, to render our faith in the Gofpel-hiftory complete, 
we ought to know whether the teftimony which the evangelifts 
and apoftles bear to it, in their own Jifetime, by word of mouth 
and by writing, is truly reprefented in the books which now 
go under their names. For this we have all the evidence that 
can be defired in fuch a cafe. Thefe books were cited as the 
writings of the apoftles and evangelifts, by perfons who lived in 
the fame age with themfelves, by thofe in the age immediately 
following, and by the writers of all fucceeding ages. The mat- 
ter and ftyle of thefe books are agreeable to the charaéter of 
their fuppofed authors, And they were never objected againft as 
fpurious, even by thofe whofe canfe would have been promoted 
by fuch an objection.—And as the Gofpels were originally 
written by the Evangelifts, fo they have come down to us pyre 
and uncorrupted. For all the fats, paflages, and expreffions, 
cited from the Gofpels then in being, by the antients, whether 
Chriftians or Heathens, are found in our Gofpels. Befides, 
there are very antient MSS. of thefe books ftill remaining, with 
which our copies perfectly agree, except where the carelefinefs 
of tranfcribers has occafioned a few literal or verbal differences, 
which make fcarce any alteration in the fenfe. The difputes 
which, from the beginning, fubfifted among Chriftians about 
the articles of their faith, made them keep a watchful eye over 

the 





42 Macknight’s Trath of the Gofpel Hiftory. 


the ftandards, by which alone thefe difputes were to be decided 
fo that it was not in the power of any man, or number of men, 
to corrupt them. Not to mention that the providence of God 
was concerned to preferve the Gofpels untainted, and actually 
has preferved them fo, contrary to the courfe of fecond caufes, 
Wherefore, the teitimony of the Apoftles and Evangelifts being 
worthy of credit, and their teflimony being truly exhibited in 
the writings which go by their names, no doubt can reafonably 
be eshertained of the truth of the Gofpel hiftory. 

‘ 4. The hiftory of Jefus is rendered indubitable likewife by 
the change which it produced in the religious fentiments of 
mankind, immediately upon its firft publication, ‘That the 
change I am fpeaking of began in the very age wherein we. fay 
Jefus and his Apoftles lived, is attefted by fo many writers, both 
Chriftians.and Heathens, that to pretend to doubt of it would 
be ridiculous.—*At that time there was in every country an 
eftablifhed religion, in behalf of which the vulgar were preju- 
diced by their education. The eftablifhed worfhip men like~ 
wife of better ftation fupported, becaufe the good of the ftate, 
as they imagined, required them fo to do. The perfons 
who commanded the heathens to renounce their native faith, 
‘for the fake of the better form. which they propofed, were 
_ftrangers from a far diftant defpifed nation, of whofe veracity 

they could have no knowledge. Befides, being in the loweft. 
condition of life, thefe men obtained no favour on account of 
any advantages of birth, or education, wherewith they were 
adorned. —~In deftroying the old religion, and eftablifhing the 
new, they made ufe of no external violence. ‘The force of 
perfuafion, founded on truth, was what alone they depended 
upon, They fpread the new religion openly, preaching it in 
the fynagogues, the forums, the ftreets, and other places of 
concourfe in every city and country. ‘They firft began to 
preach their Mafter’s miracles and refurreétion in Judea, and 
more efpecially in Jerufalem, where he had often exercifed his 
miniftry ; where he was tried, condemned, and publicly put to 
death ; where alfo he rofe from the dead ; confequently where 
every individual muft have known whether the things told of 
him were fo. From Judea they went into the moft noted 
countries and cities of Afia Minor, Greece, Illyricum, and Spain; 
where from multitudes they procured ready faith to the mira- 
cles and . religion of Jefus of Nazareth. The age in which 
thefe things happened, was the moft enlightened of any that had 
hitherto exifted. So that mankind, in all countries were qua- 
lified to judge of the nature and evidences of the Gofpel-hiftory. 
And though, in all countries, the bulk of the firft converts were 
from among the common people, yet the prevalence of know- 
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lege in the age whereof we fpeak, fecured even the multitude 
from being impofed upon, by pretenders or impoftors of any 
kind.———Nor is this all. The converfion of the world, begine 
ning with that of the conimon people, affords a fhining argu- 
ment for the truth of the miracles, which, ia the Chriftian re- 
cords, are faid to have been wrought by the apoftles. This 
clafs of men were never known to change their faith by the 
mere force of abftract reafoning. Therefore, fo general a change 
of religious principles, muft have been effected among them by 
arguments addreffed to their fenfes; even by many great and 
evident miracles. Human imagination cannot formthe idea of 
any other caufe, to which an event fo vaft and flupendous may, 
with reafon or probability, be afcribed, Among the firft 
converts, however, there were not wanting men of better rank 
and learning, who were well! qualified to examine the evidences 
of the Gofpel- hiftory. All thefe perfons, of different ftations 
and charaéters, in the moft noted cities of Afia, Africa, and Eu- 
rope, received the Gofpels as true, and changed their religion 
on account of the things therein told, notwithitanding by fo 
doing they loft their eftates, made thipwreck of the fatisfactions 
of life, expofed themfelves to all manner of perfonal fufferings, 
and generally ended their lives by the hand of the public exe- 
cutioner. For, that the belief and profeffion of the Gofpel, from 
the very beginning, fubjefted men to the moft grievous calami- 
ties, ho prudent perfon can doubt, who confiders the nature of 
the thing itfelf, and the accounts ftill on record, of the perfecu- 
tions raifed againtt the Chriftians by the multitude, by the Ro- 
man emperors, and by the magiftates in the different provinces 
of the empire; The convertion of the world to Chriftianity, in 
fuch circumftances, necefiarily fuppofes that the higheft evi- 
dence for the truth of the Gofpel-hiftory, was offered to man- 
kind every where; even the evidence of many undeniable mira- 
cles, wrought by the apoftles and firft minifters of the word; 
whereby their teftimony concerning their mafter’s miracles, the 
article of all others the moft difficult to be believed, was railed 
above even the poflibility of doubt. To fancy that fuch mul- 
titudes of mankind, without this fort of proof, abandoned 
their native religions, though attended with manifold pleafures, 
and embraced the Chriftian inftitution, which promifed them 
neither pleafures, nor profits, nor honours, but expofed them 
unavoidably to the lofs of their eftate, reputation, and lifes is 
to fancy not only that the grandeit and moft magnificent event 
in the annals of the world, has happened without any ade- 
guate caufe, but that all mankind at that time, notwithftanding 
the evident importance of the cafe, acted in direét oppofition to 
reafon, to confcience, to inclination, and to iatereft, without 
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any motive or caufe whatever. Who does not fee, that to 
make fuppofitions of this fort, with a view to refift the truth, is 
to accumulate abfurdity upon abfurdity, like as of old the giants 
are faid to have heaped Offa upon Pelion, that they might ftorm 
heaven. Let, then, all impartial men acknowlege, that the 
converfion of the world to Chriftianity, at the time, by the 
perfons, and in the circumftances, mentioned, is an argument 
for the truth of the Gofpel-hiftory, and more efpecially of 
the miracles therein recorded, to which no juft anfwer can be 
feturned, 

‘5s. The rites of baptifm, the Lord’s fupper, and the fab- 
bath, conflantly performed by Chriftians in commemoration of 
the great events recorded in the Gofpels, prove the truth of 
thefe events beyond all reafonable contradiftion. . Becaufe, un- 
lefs the events of which the Chriftian rites are the commemo- 
‘yations, had really exified, it is impoflible to conceive how 
thofe rites could have come into general ufe. In the age 
wherein Jefus and his apoftles are faid to have lived, they could 
not have been introduced ; becaufe all men muft have known 
that the facts, of which it was pretended they were the comme- 
morations, were abfolutely falfe. As little could they be in- 
troduced in any after age; becaufe at what time foever you 
fuppofe them to have been begun, mankind muit have known, 
both that they were novel ufages, and that the faéts pretended 
to be commemorated in them, had never been heard of before. . 
Their introduction, therefore, could at no time happen, unlefs 
by a general concert among many natiuns, all agreeing to im- 
pofe the belief of the greateit and moft pernicious falfhoods upon 
their pofterity ; than which a more chimerical fuppofition can- 
not be fancied. Farther, the continuance of the Chriitian 
fites in the world, together with the exiftence of the Chriftian 
minifters, being the accomplifhment of prophecies recorded in 
the Gofpels, which exprefsly foretel that the rites mentioned 
would be prattifed by men to the end of time, and that the 

hriftian priefthood fhould never fail, are, by the prefent ftate 
of the world, rendered demonftrations of the truth of the Gof- 
pel-hiffory, For thefe rites have hitherto been pracétifed by all 
the difciples of Jefus: the Chriftian priefthood has exifted from 
the beginning, does exift at prefent, and’is likely to continue. 
In fhort, the argument for the truth of the Gofpels, taken from 
the Chriftian rites and miniftry, is, by their perpetuity, every 
day gathering ftrength. Laftly, The continuation of the 
Jews as a diftin& people, for three thoufand years, notwith- 
standing they have been the moft of that time banifhed from their 
native country, and difperfed over the face of the earth, toge- 
ther with the corruptions of Chriftiani:y, and the tyranny of 
the 
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the clergy in the weftern Roman empire, having been all par- 
ticularly predi&ted by the author of the Chriftian religion, and 
by his apoftles, are demonftrations from faé& that thefe men 
were infpired by God: becaufe events fo diftant, fo contrary to 
the courfe of Human affairs, fo various, and fo dependent on the 
will of multitudes, could not be forefeen by any knowlege but 
God’s. But if the Chriftian apoftles uttered their prophecies 
by the infpiration of God, they muft be acknowleged, in the 
whole affair of the Gofpel, to have acted by his authority, com- 
aman and direction. 

« All thefe proofs joined, furround the Gofpels with a great- 
nefs and ftrength of evidence, which, like unfurmountable 
mounds and ramparts have fully fecured them hitherto, and 
will fecure them in all time coming, again{t the manifold violent 
attacks by which the patrons of infidelity have endeavoured to 
overthrow them. ‘They ftand, therefore, ftable and fure, pro- 
. tected of God, owned by men, and _ glorioufly triumphing over 
all oppofition : fo that while mankind are capable of difcerning 
truth, the Gofpels will be believed and réceived, even to the 
end ofthe world.’ 

We have now laid before the reader the fubftance of this per- 
formance, which the author has expanded over 600 pages. He 
might have contracted it into a fmaller compafs, without any 
diminution of its real worth, by omitting fome theological no- 
tions, which are not fufficiently warranted by divine revelation, 
2 number of doubtful prophecies, &c. which are as infignificant 
as wood, hay, or fiubéle, in a fortification. But blemifhes are 
eafily perceived in beautiful bodies, This production is a work 
of merit. The author writes in a pleafing ftile; purfues a re- 
gular method; reprefents his arguments ina confpicuous light ; 
places them in every imaginable point of view ; and canfiders 
them with that moderation and candour, which do honour to 
his principles and the caufe he fupports. 





V. A large ColleBion of antient Fewifo and Heathen Teftimenies to 
the Truth ef the Chriftian Religion, with Notes and Obfervaticns. 
By Nathaniel Lardner, D, hs Vol. 1. 4t0. Pr. 10s. Od. fewed.’ 
Buckland. 


W. E have been many times heartily tired with the un- 


merciful prolixity of writers ; with immoderate cita- 

tions, trivial arguments, and obfolete remarks; and wifhed 
that authors would have fome compaffion for the reader, and 
confider that an accurate defence of Chriftianity in two or three 
oavos, may be more valuable than all the works of St. Au- 
D 2 itin, 
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ftin, An enormous compilation is hardly ever correéted or di« 
gefted in a proper manner, feldom purchafed, and never read : it 
finks into oblivion in proportion to its bulk, or, to ufe an exe 
preflion of Horace, mole ruit fud. 

This refle€tion inftantly occurred when we faw a new acceflion 
to the works of this voluminous writer; but when we confider 
the importance of the fubjeét, and the great ability and judg- 
ment of Dr. Lardner, we are perfuaded that he will never en- 
cumber his argument, nor obfcure his reputation with a load of 
literary lumber. 

He is fenfible, however, that his writings will be liable to this 
objection, and therefore he endeavours to fatisfy the reader by 
this preliminary remark : ¢ One fault in my work may be reckon- 
ed to be very obvious, which is the prolixity of it. In regard 
to which, I beg leave to fay before hand, that I aim to be diftinét 
and particular, Thefe things have been already flightly 
touched upon by many. I propofe to enlarge, and fet them 
ina fuller light. I allege pafiages of ancient authors at length, 
I fettle their time; I diftinguifh their works, and endeavour 
to fhew the value of their teftimonies. I intend likewife to al- 
lege the judgements of divers learned moderns who have gone 
before me in this fervice. All the perfecutions of this time are 
a part of my fubject, as they were appointed by edicts of bea- 
then emperors, and were carried on by heathen governours of 
provinces, and officers under them. 1 fhall have an opportu- 
nity to fhew the patience and fortitude of the primitive Chrif- 
tians; and the ftate of Judaifm, Gentilifm, and Chriftianity, in 
the firft four centuries. As moft of the authors to be quoted 
by me are men of great diftinGion in the republic of letters, 
fome occafions will offer for critical obfervations, which cannot 
be all declined. But nice and intricate queftions will be care- 
fully avoided, that the whole may be upon the level with the 
capacities of all, who are inquifitive, and difpofed to read with 
attention.’ 

This volume contains the Jewifh.teftimonies, and the tefti« 
monies of heathen authors who lived in the firft century. 

In the firft chapter the author fhews, from the books of the 
New Teftament, and other ancient writings, that a great num- 
ber of the Jews, in the early days of the Gofpel, believed 
in Jefus Chrift. He reckons up fome by name, who, upon 
feveral accounts, were men of eminence; and then leaves it 
to his readers to judge, whether the faith of fo many Jewith be- 
lievers, under as great difcouragements as can be conceived, be 
not a valuable teftinony to the truth of the Chriftian religion. 

In the fecond chapter he confiders the treatment given to the 
primitive Chriftians by the unbelieving Jews, In the third, 
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fourth, fifth, and fixth, he produces the teftimonies of Jofephus, 
the Mifhnical and Talmudical writers *, and Jofeph Ben Go- 
rion, or Jofippon +. The feventh chapter contains a recapitu- 
lation of the preceding articles, and refle€tions upon them. 
Take the recapitulation in the words of the author. 

‘ Two things are to be regarded by us, their teftimonie to 
the Lord Jefus Chrift, and to the deftruGion of Jerafalem. 

‘ In Jofephus there is a paragraph, where Jefus is mentioned 
very honourably, and agreeably to itis true charaéter{. Butit is 
not univerfally received by learned men as genuine. Many 
are rather of opinion, that it has been inferted in his works 
fince his time, 

‘ There is in him another paragraph, concerning John the 
Baptift, which is generally received as genuine {]. And it is 
a valuable teftimonie to his preaching, and therein calling 
men to the practice of virtue. He likewife fays, that he was 
put to death by Herod the Tetrarch. But he fays nothing of 
that part of his chara@er, that he appeared as the fore-runner 


ofthe Meffiah. 


a 


— 





*Rabbi Judah, furnamed the Holy, about the year 150, or, 
according to Dr. Lardner, 180, made a collection of Jewith 
traditions, in fix books, which are called the Mi/na, i. e. the 
repetition of the law. The gloffes and decifions of the rabbins 
annexed to this work are called Gemara, i.e. the Complement, 
and both together the Ta/mud, i. e. the Jewith do@rine, At pre- 
fent there are two Talmuds, viz. the Talmud of Jerufalem, com- 
piled by the rabbins of Judea, about the year 3co, and the Tal- 
mud of Babylon, by the Jews of that city, about the year 500. 
The edition of it publifhed at Amfterdam is in twelve folios ! 

+ A writer of the Jewith hiftory, in fix books, who gives him- 
felf an extraordinary charaéter, and pretends that he lived 
in the time of Vefpafian and Titus; but evidently an impoftor, 
who wrote about the year 930. 

t * Atthat time lived Jefus, a wife man, if he may be called 
a man ; for he performed many wonderful works,” &c. Jo- 
fephus’s Jew. Antiq. B. XVIII. Ch. 3. 

The reafons why this paragraph is rejefted as a forgery are 
fuch as thefe; 1. It is not mentioned by any Chriftian writer 
before Eufebius, about the year315. 2. It was wanting in the 
copies of Jofephus, which were feen by Photius in the gth cen- 
tury. 3. {t interrupts the courfe of the narration ; and, laftly, 
It is unfuitable to Jofephus’s manner of expreflion, chara@er, 
and opinion. 


| Antiq. B. XVIII, Ch. 5. 
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‘ He likewife acknowledgeth, that there was then in Judea 
a general expectation of a great perfon to arife from among 
them, who fhould obtain the empire of the world: and that 
this expectation was one great occafion of the war with the Ra- 
moans : and that it was built upon an oracle found in their fa- 
cred writings: and that many of their wife men embraced it, 
and acted upon it in their engaging in the war. He has alfo 
{poken of many falfe prophets, who appeared at that time, 
promifing great advantages ta the people if they would follow 
them, and that many were deceived by them. If they did not 
call themfelves Chrifts, as well as prophets, they did in effect 
take upon them the charaéter of the Meffiah. 

‘ In the Mifhna it is allowed, that there is no exprefs men- 
tion of Jefus Chrift, the defign of that work being to make a 
collection of the numerous traditions, which hitherto were un- 
written. But I have alleged a paragraph * which, [ think; 
contains an invidious reprefentation of the fate of things under 
the gofoel-difpenfation, in the fecond centurie. 

‘In the Talmudical writings Jefus is mentioned. But as 
Lightfoot, who was wel! acquainted with them, fays, it is 
chiefly with a view to wound and reproach him. They cal] 
his mother by the name of Mary. But they have afperfed her 
character, and have affigned to Jefusa fpurious nativity. They 
have mentioned feveral of our Saviour’s difciples, who, as they 
fay, were put to death. They fay, our Saviour fuffered as g 
malefactor, at one of the Jewifh paffovers, or, in the eve of it, 
as the expreflion is. ‘They feem in fome places to acknowledge 
the power of miracles in Jefus and his difciples. And if they 
had not known that many miraculous works were afcribed to 
him, they would not have infinuated, that he learned magical 
arts in Egypt, and brought them thence in a private manner, 
and then fet up himlelf antong his countrymen, as an extraor- 
dinarie perfon. 

‘ That is the fum of their teftimonie upon this article. Ie 
would be in vain to expe&ta great deal from Jews upon this 
head, who are ourenemies. Such are their prejudices, that 
they are, and always have been, the moft inveterate enemies of 
Jefus and his followers. 

‘ Concerning the other point, the defrudion of Ferufalem, 
their tefiimonie is more material, indeed very valuabie. Jofe- 
phus, wichout intending it, has bore teftimonie to the fulfil- 
ment of all our Saviour’s preditions concerning the miferies of 
the fiege of Jerufalem, the defolation of the land of Judea, and 








* From the trakt concerning the woman Julpetedof adultery. 
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the difperfion of his nation. We have above tranfcribed his 
account at large. His teftimonie has been repeated, with 
fome variations, in Jofippon’s Hiftorie of the Jewifh war, And 
the Mifhna, and the Talmuds likewife, acknowledge the con- 
quett of Judea by Vefpafian and Titus, the burning of the tem- 
ple, or the fecond houfe, and the overthrow of Jerufalem, which 
was dug up to the foundation.’ 

In the fubfequent reflections, Dr. Lardner obferves, that the 
calamities of the Jews were owing to the direction, and agreeable 
to the original plan, of Divine Providence—That, according to 
the declarations of Mofes {Deut. xxviii. ] and all the prophets, 
the profperity and adverfity of this peopie were to be propor- 
tionate to their regard or diltegard of the laws of God-—Thar, 
at the delivery of the law, the people were terrified, and earneftly 
requefted that if God would be pleafed to fpeak to them by 
Mofes, they would engage to hear and obey him ; God accept- 
ed of this requeft, and affured them, that, for the future, he 
would reveal his mind by Mofes and the prophets; and, that 
there might be no room for miftake,.he would furnifh thofe 
whom he fhould fend unto them with fufficient credentials of 
their miflion ; if they came with thefe credentials, they were 
to be heard and obeyed, otherwife, he declared [Deut. xviii. 
19.] that he would require it. Jefus fpake in the name of 
God, and proved his divine mifiion by many wonderful works, 
andon many occafions, particularly in the parable concerning 
the wicked huibandmen, reminded the Jews, that rejecting, him 
and his apoftles would be attended with terrible confequences, 
or, in the words of Moles, it would be reguired of them. The 
Jews, however, refifted the counfel of God, rejected and abufed 
his meflengers, and confequently brought upon themfelves the 
fevereft infliGions. * Our bieffed Lord’s predi&tions, therefore, 
of evilcoming upon Jerufalem, and the people of Judea, did 
not proceed from private refentment, enmity, malice, ill-will, 
or any other unfociable affection, from which the mind of the 
bleffed Jefus was always free: but they were deciaraticns of 
the counfel of God, prophetical denunciations of evil to come, 
if men did not repent ; faithful warnings to men to take heed 
to themfelves, and earneft and affe@tionate calls to repentance 
and reformation, that the impending and threatened calami- 
ties might be averted and avoided.’ 

In order to fet the preceding argument in its full light, the 
doctor traces the hiftory of the Jewith nation through all its 
periods and revolutions ; concludes that ‘ the deftraation of 
the city of ferufalem and the temple, and the continued difper- 
fion of the Jews, are a cogent argument for the truth of the 
Chriftian religion, ‘They confirm the hiftory of the New Tef- 
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tament, and every part of it. If they had not finned, as they 
are there faid to have done, [fee John xv. 22. 24.} thefe cala- 
mities had not befallen them. Their unparalleled fufférings 
bear witnefs to the fpotlefs life, excellent doétrine, and won- 
derful works of the Lord Jefus. They teftify that there had 

been one among them greater than Jonah, and wifer than So- 
lomon. But they flighted ail his wifdom, and repented not, as 
the people of Nineveh did at the preaching of Jonah.’ 

The author quotes no mere Jewifh writers, ‘Toledoth Je- 
fhu he rejeéts as a modern work, of the 14th or 15th century, 
confifting of nothing but burlefque and falfehood : he therefore 

roceeds to the teftimonies of antient heathen authors. 

In the firft chapter he cites, from the firft book of Eufebius’s 
Eecclefiaitical Hiftory, the ftory concerning Abgarus, king of 
Edeffa, with the epiftle which that prince is faid to have fent to 
Jefus Chrift, and the anfwer which Jefus is fuppofed to have re- 
turned, 

For the entertainment of the reader we fhall fubjoin thefe 
epiftles. 

The Epiftle of Abgarus. 


€ Abgarus, Toparch [or prince] of Edeffa to Jefus the good 
Saviour, who has appeared at Jerufalem, fendeth greeting. I 
have heard of thee, and of thy cures, performed without herbs, 
or other medicines. For it is reported, that thou makeft the 
blind to fee, and the lame to walk, that thou cleanfeft lepers, 
and cafteft out unclean fpirits and demons, and healeft thofe 
who are tormented with difeafes of a long ftanding, and raifeft 
the dead. Having heard of all thefe things concerning thee, I 
concluded in my mind one of thefe two things, either that thou 
art God come down from heaven to do thefe things, or elfe 
that thou art the Son of Ged, and fo performeft them. Where- 
fore I now write unto thee, entreating thee to come unto me, 
and to heal my diftemper. Moreover J hear, that the Jews 
murmur againft thee, and plot todo thee mifchief. 1 have a 
city, fmall indeed, but neat, which may fuffice for us both.’—. 
« Now let us attend, fays Eufebius, to the letter which Jefus 
returned by the fame courier, fhort indeed, but very powerful, 
It is in thefe words.’ 


The Refcript of Jefus. 

* Abgarus, thou art happy, forafmuch as thou haft believed 
in me, though thon haft not feen me. For it is written con- 
cerning me, that they who have feen me fhould not believe in 
me, that they who have not feen me might believe, and live. 
As for what thou haft written to me, defiring me to come to 
thee: 
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thee : it isneceffary that all thofe things, for which I am fent,’ 
fhould be fulfilled by me here : and that after’ fulfilling them, 
I thould be received up to him that fent me. When therefore 
I fhall be received up; I will fend to thee fome one of my di- 
fciples, that he may heal thy diftemper, and give life to thee, 
and to thofe who are with thee.’ 

This piece of hiftory is generally exploded for the following 
reafons. 1, It is not mentioned by any before Eufebius. 2. 
It is not much taken notice of by fucceeding writers. 3. If 
Jefus Chrift had written a letter to Abgarus, it would have 
been a part of facred fcripture. 4, It would have been alleged 
in the early difputes about receiving the Gentile converts into 
the church. 5. The refcript contains an allufion to the words 
of our Saviour, John xx. 29. which were not fpoken till after 
his refurre€tion, nor written till about thirty years after his af- 
cenfion, which manifeftly fhews the forgery of thefe epiftles, 
and the ofcitancy of the writer. For thefe and other reafons 
which ‘he affigns, the whole ftory is defervedly rejected by our 
author, 

In the fecond chapter he confiders the aéts of Pontius Pilate, 
and his letter to Tiberius. ‘ The aé&ts and letter which we 
now have, fays he, are manifeftly fpurious.’ Juftin Martyr, 
however, {peaks of aéts made in the time of Pontius Pilate, and 
Tertullian informs us, that ** Tiberius, having received from 
Paleftine an account of fuch things as manifefted our Saviour’s 
divinity, propofed to the fenate, giving his own vote as firft in his 
favour, that he fhould be placed among the gods. ‘The fenate 
refufed, becaufe he had himfelf declined that honour,” &c, 

‘ This account, fays our author, is not incredible nor im- 
probable. The Romans had almoft innumerable deities, and 
yet they frequently added to that number, and adopted new, 
As deifications were very frequent, Tiberius might indulge a 
thought of placing Jefus among the eftablithed deities, without 
intending to derogate from the worfhip or honour of thofe 
who were already received. But the fenate was not in the hu- 
mour to gratify him; and the reafon affigned is, becaufe the 
emperor himfelf had declined that honour. Which is fo plau- 
fible a pretence, and fo fine a compliment, that we cannot 
eafily fuppofe it to be Tertullian’s own invention.’ 

Dr. Lardner, having endeavoured to remove all the objec- 
tions which have been urged againft the credibility of this ac- 
count, proceeds to examine the ftory of Thamus the pilor, as it 
is told in Plutarch’s Dialogue concerning the ceffation of ora- 
cles. ‘ This relation, fays he, is, 1. Improbable, and has“more 
the appearance of fition, than of truth and credibility. 2. It 
is entirely heathenith ; neither Thamus nor Plutarch, nor any 
body 
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body at that time, had any notion that it related to Jefus Chrift, 

The centuriators of Magdeburg fay right ; it is a ridicu- 
Jous fiction. And we hope that our judicious defender of 
Chrittianity will perpetually explode fuch legendary tales. 

The third chapter contains an infcription on a monument, 
mentioned by Gruter, and faid to have been found in Portugal, 
concerning a wew /uperflition in the time of Nero.—A very in- 
fignificant teftimony ! 

The fubje&t of the fourth chapter is the following citation 
from the thirtieth book of Pliny’s Natural Hiftory ‘« There 
is another fet of magicians, depending on, or deriving frem, 
Mofes, and Jamnes, and Jotapes, who were Jews, but many 
thoufand years fince Zoroafter. Still fo much later is the Cy- 
prian.”—* Some have thought, fays the doGor, that in this laft, 
Pliny refers to the blindnefs inflicted by St. Paul on Elymas the 
forcerer, in the prefence of Sergius Paulus, proconful of Cy- 
prus, and related in A&s xiii. but I do not afhrm it.’ 

The fifth chapter contains the teftimony of Tacitus.. 1. A 
paffage in which we are told that Pomponia Grecina, a Roman 
lady, was accufed of a foreign fuperftition, A. C. 57.——z. An 
account of Nero’s perfecution of the Chriftians. 3. An attef- 
tation to the Jewifh war, and the deftrugtion of Jerufalem by 
Titus, 

In the fixth chapter the author confiders one of Martial’s 
epigrams *, in which that writer has been fuppofed, by Ifa. 
Voffius and others, to réfer to the patient fortitude of Chriftians, 
in voluntarily enduring the greateft pains, rather than facri- 
fice to the gods, or do any thing contrary to the principles of 
their religion. 

Inthe feventh chapter the doctor cites two or three paflages 
from Juvenal +, in which commentators have thought he alludes 
to the cruelties which the Chriftians fuffered under Nero and 
Domitian. 

The laft chapter in this volume contains the teftimony of 
Suetonius. This writer, fays Dr. Lardner, bears witnefs to 
the expulfion of the Jews and Chriftians out of Rome, in the 
reign of Claudius; tothe perfecution of the Chriftians in the 
time of Nero; to the Jewifh war, and the reduétion of Judeq 
by Vefpafian and Titus, and therein is a witnefs to the accom- 
plifhment of our Saviour’s predictions concerning the calami- 
ties coming upon that people, 

We fhall conclude this article with affuring thofe readers who 
are lovers of ecclefiaftical hiftory, that they will find in this 
work a great variety of entertainment and ufeful knowledge. 
Yt will be completed in four volumes. 


* Mart, B.X. Ep.25. + Juv. Sat. I, 155. Sat. IV. 150. 
VI. Osfervations 
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VI. Ob/ervations upon Dr. Macknight’s Harmony of the Four Gof- 
pels: fo far as relates to the Hiftory of our Saviour’s Refurvecion. 
In a Letter to the Author. 4to. Pr. is. 6d. Buckland. 


HE author of this Letter, i, e. Dr. L r, if we are 
not deceived by an appearance of his ftile and manner, 
has minutely examined the circumftances attending our Savi- 
our’s burial and refurrection, and endeavoured to remove fome 
real or feeming difficulties in the evangelical hiftory, which, he 
thinks, * have been of late encreafed and multiplied by annota- 
tors and other writers, and not at all diminifhed by Dr. Mac- 
knight.’ 
Thefe obfervations relate to the following articles. 1. There- 
quett of the chief-prietts and Pharifees to Pilate for a guard to fe- 
curethe fepulchre. 2. A vifittothe fepulchre,which Dr. Macknight 
fuppofes to have been intended, and attempted by the. women 
from Galilee, but not performed. 3. The preparing the fpices 
by thofe women to anoint the body of Jefus. 4. Their jour- 
ney to the fepulchre, and the appearance of our Lord to them, 
and others, after his re‘urreétion, ' 

St. Matthew informs us, that the chief-priefts and Pharifees 
came to Pilate the next day that followed the preparation, Dr. 
Macknight imagines that they did not wait till the morning, 
but went after fun-fetting, when the Jewifh fabbath was degun. 
To have delayed it to fun-rifing, he thinks, would have been 
prepofterous, as the difciples might have ftolen the body away 
during the preceding night. 

Our author defends the common interpretation by thewing 
that this phrafe, 7» ¢xavupsov, inall other paflages of Scripture, 
fignifies the morning of the next day; he fuppofes there might 
be reafons for this delay ; that thepriefts and Pharifees might not 
judge it convenient to difturb the governor immediately after 
his perplexity and fatigue ; that it might require time to form 
this defign, and make a proper application to Pilate ; and that 
none of them could fufpe the difciples to be fo horribly profane 
and defperate, as to attempt to remove a dead body on the 
fabbath. He therefore concludes that they only made provi- 
fion againft the night which fucceeded the fabbath. 

2. Dr. Macknight imagines that the two Marys went to fee 
the fepulchre [fee Matth. xxviii, 1. ] as foon as the Jewifh fabbath 
was ended, i. e. on Saturday, immediately after fun-fetting ; 
that the Greek word which we render dawa, when applied to 
the Jewith day, only denotes the deginning of the civil day, with- 
out any reference to /ight; and obferves, that it has this mean- 
ing Luke xxiii. 54. Our author contends for the ufual ac- 
ceptation of the word day, and cites many paflages of Scripture 
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in which it is fet in oppofition to the night. Dr. Macknight 
fuppofes that thefe women attempted to vifit the fepulchre at 
the time above-mentioned, in order to fee if the body was not 
removed; but were prevented by an earthquake and a ftorm.— 
This opinion our author rejeéts, as a fiction without any autho- 
rity or fupport. He then proceeds to his next enquiry, which 
relates to the preparing the fpices, by the women from Galilee, 
to anoint the body of Jefus. 

St. Luke tells us, the women prepared /pices, and refled the fab- 
bath day. St. Mark fays, they bought them when the fabbath 
evas pafi. Dr. Macknight endeavours to reconcile thefe ac- 
counts by fuppofing that the quantity which they had provided 
on the night of the crucifixion was too fmall; and that on the 
firft day of the week they bought more, Our author fuppofes 
that all the fpices were bought at once, in the evening after the 
fabbath was ended. St. Luke, he thinks, is to be underftood 
in this manner: “ They returned and prepared fpices and oint- 
ment: neverthelefs they refted the fabbath day, according to 
the commandment.” While they were yet at the fepulchre, 
attending the funeral rites, he fuppofes that the fabbath came 
on; fo that nothing more could be done till it was pait. 

The journey of thefe women to the fepulchre, and the ap- 
pearances of our Lord to them, and to others, after his refur- 
rection, is the lait and the moft important article of our author’s 
enquiry, The obfervations which he has made on this fubjec& 
he has recapitulated in the following manner ; 

« Early on the firft day of the week, Mary Magdalene, Jo- 
anna, Mary the mother of James, and Salome, and other wo- 
men, who -had come up with our Lord to Jerufalem from Ga- 
lilee, and had often attended upon him, went up to the fepul- 
ehre, bringing the /pices, which they bad prepared. As they were 
going, they faid among themfelves, Who foall roll us away the fone 
from the door of the fepulchre? for it was very great, But, when 
they came nigh to the fepulchre, they perceived, that se fone 
avas rolled away. That obftacle therefore to their performing 
the intended office of refpeé&t, in embalming the body, of which 
they had been apprehenfive, was removed; which afforded 
them, for the prefent, a good deal of fatisfaction. But when 
they had entered in, they found not the body of the Lord Fefus. 
‘This filled them with the urmoft furprize and concern. Where- 
upon, with the confent and approbation of all the reft of the 
women, Mary Magdalene, and fome others of them, ran down, 
immediately, in -all hafte to the apoftles at Jerufalem, telling 
them, that they had been at the fepulchre, that they found the 
ftone rolled away from the door of it: they therefore entered 


in, but found not the body of Jefus: They bave taken away the 
Lord 
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Lord out of the fepulcbre, faid they, and we know not where they 
have laid bim, Peter and John therefore raz to the fepulchre, 
entered into it, and foundevery thing in it exaftly agreeing to 
the report of the women. The body of Jefus was gone, but 
the cloths with which he had been covered, remained, every 
part of them, and lying in great order. So that they could not 
but qwonder greatly at what had happened. But as it was not 
fafe or prudent for them to ftay there, they foon went away 
again to their own home. But Mary Magdalene, and the other 
women, who had come back to the fepulchre from the apoftles, 
ftaid behind. And foon after thofe difciples were gone away, 
there appeared to them two angels, and one of them faid to 
them, Fear not. Ye feck Fefus, who was crucified. He is not bere, 
He is rifen, as he faid. Come, fee the place where the Lord lay. 
And go quickly, and tell bis difciples, that be is rifen from the dead. 
And they departed quickly from the fepulchre, with fear, and great joy, 
and did run to bring the difciples word, As they were going to tell 
bis difciples, behold, Fefus met them, faying, All bail, And they 
came, and held him by the feet, and worfbipped him. Then faid Fe- 
Jus unto them; Be not afraid. Go tell my brethren, that ibey go 
into Galilee. And there foall they fee me. Now when they were ge- 
ing, behold fome of the watch came into the city, and foewed unto the 
chief-priefts all the things that were done. So, in Matth. xxviii. 5# 
11. or, asin John xx. 18. Mary Magdalene came, and told the dif- 
ciples, that foe had feen the Lord, and that he had fpoken thefe things 
unto ber. When fhe, and the reft of the women, now came 
down to the apoftles, it might be about feven or eight, at the 
lateft about eight or nine, in the forenoon. Nor did the wo- 
men, nor any of the difciples, go up tothe fepulchre any more 
after this. ‘Thefe, juft mentioned, are all the journeys to the 
fepulchre, which are recorded by the Evangelifts. ‘Some while 
after the return of thofe women, and after they had reported 
the teftimonie to the apoftles, two of their company went to 
the village called Emmaus; where Jefus appeared to them alfo, 
and was known tothem, about three of the clock in the after- 
noon, or fooner, And about the fame time the Lord appeared 
alfo to Peter, though we cannot exa@tly fay the place. Jefus 
having clearly made known himfelf to the two at Emmaus, as 
they were fitting down totable, he afterwards withdrew, when 
it was about three afternoon. They then rofe up the fame hour, and 
returned to Ferufalem, and found the eleven gathered together, and 
them that were with them. ‘They arrived there about five after- 
noon, or fooner. Immediately after which Fe/us alfo came, and 
frood in the mid, and gracioufly manifefted himfelf to them, giv- 
ing them full affurance, that it was he himfelf. 
* According to different computations, Jefus fhewed himfelf 
os to 
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to his difciples and followers, four or five times on the day, in 
which he rofe from the dead. Firff to Mary Magdalen, and the 
women with her, at the fepulchre: next to the two who went 
to Emmaus ; .5en to Peter; and at /ength to the eleven at Je- 
tufalem, who were affembled together about five of the clock in 
the afternoon. If we compute the appearance to Mary Magda- 
lene to be diftin& from that to the women, there are five appear- 
ances, otherwife they are four only.’ 

Our author candidly fubmits thefe thoughts to the confidera- 
tion of Dr. Macknight, and feems to aim at nothing but the 
tight explication of the facred hiftory. 





VII. A Poetical Tranflation of the Fables of Phedrus, with the Ap- 
pendix of Gudius, Se. By Chriftopher Smart, 4. M. &e. 
t2mo. Pr. 3s. Dodfley. 


N this edition of Phadrus, Mr. Smart has given the original 

and his tranflation on oppofite pages; he has judicioufty 
omitted feveral fables of an indelicate turn; and, for thé ufe 
of learners, fubjoined a-parfing index. He has adopted the 
corrections of Bentley, Gudius, and others, and propofed fome 
new emendations, wherever the fenfe or the meafure of the verfe 
required; but he has not fufficiently attended to the correétion 
of the prefs: in the fecond fable, for inftance, on the Latin 
fide, he bas overlooked three typographical miftakes. In what 
proportion he has preferved the beauties of the original, the 
reader may in fome meafure determine from the following fable. 


¢ The Sueep, the Doc, and the Wor *, 


* Liars are liable to rue 
The mifchief they’re fo prone to do, 
The fheep a dog unjuitly dunn’d 
One loaf direétly to refund. 
Which he the dog to the faid fheep 
Had giv’n in confidence to keep, ~ 
The wolf was fummon’d, and he {wore 
It was not one, but ten or more. 





* Ovis, Canis; & Lupus. 


€ Solent mendaces luere peenas malefici, 
Calumniator ab ove quum peteret canis 
Quem commodaffe panem fe contenderet ; 
Lupus citatus teftis, non unum modo 
Deberi dixit, verim affirmayit decem, 
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The fheep was therefore caft at law 

To pay for things fhe never faw. 

But lo! ere many days enfued, 

Dead in a ditch the wolf fhe view’d—— 
“© This, this (fhe cry’d) is heav’n’s decree 
“© Of juftice on a wretch like thee.’ 


Phzdrus is remarkably concife ; this verfion is more diffufe. 
In fome places the tranflator has embellifhed the author’s narra- 
tion, and given an ingenious turn toa fimple expreflton : but 
he has not refined his language with a proper degree of nicety 
and care; many of his verfes are encumbered with feeble exple- 
tives and unneceffary words. No perfon who admires the terfe- 
nefs of the Phzdrian ftile can applaud the tranflator when he 
clofes one of his fables with thefe languid lines: 


‘ For the young ftrumpet, branch and root, 
Stripp’d of the hoary hairs his crown, 
Ev’n as th’ old cat grubb’d up the brown *.’ 


— Saati 





VIII. Oriental Apologues; or inftru@ive Fables. Tranflated from 
the French. 4to, Pr. 2s. 6d. . Davies. at 


Hether ‘thefe apologues were actually written by Amed 

Ben Mohamed, a bafhaw in exile, and tranflated from 
the French, as we are here informed; or they are the produc- 
tions of an Englifh writer, and in their native drefs, ‘we fhall 
not pretend to determine: it is a matter of little importance 
to the reader. Some of them bear a feeming allufion to. our 
national affairs, and breathe a fpirit of liberty which is incom- 
patible with the general charaéter of a Turk. They are calcu- 
lated, as the author of the dedication obferves, to difcounte- 
nance vice and promote virtue, to excite loyalty in the fubje&, 
and fet examples of patriotifm and humility before the prince. 
Tho’ the reader may not look upon this velume as a work of fin- 
gular ingenuity, he may probably be pleafed with fome touches 
of our author’s pen. The following apologue reprefents, in a 
lively manner, the common pilgrimage of life. 





Ovis damnata falfo teftimonio, 

Quod non debebat, folvit. Poft paucos dies 

Ovis jacentem in fovea confpexit lupum: 

Hec (inquit) merces fraudis 4 fuperis datur.’ L.i. f. 17. 


* nam funditis 


Canos puella, nigros anus evellerat. Lib. ii. fab. 2. 
‘ The 
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‘The TRAVELLER. 


¢ As foon as I perceived the firft fparkling fires of day, } 
mounted my afs and took the path which leads to the high-road 
of Babylon ; fcarce was I there when in raptures I exclaimed, 

« Oh how mine eyes do wander with joy o’er yon green hills ! 
with what delicious perfumes do thefe flow’ry meadows embalm 
the air! 

* Tam in a beautiful avenue ; my afs and I may retire under 
the fhade of its trees when it fhall feem good unto us. : 

« How ferene the heavens! how fine a day! how pure the air 
I breathe! well-mounted asI am, I fhall arrive before dufk. 

. © Whilft I uttered thefe words, befotted with joy, I looked 
kindly down upon my afs, and gently ftroking him. 

‘ From afar I fee a troop of men and women mounted up- 
on beautiful camels, with a ferious and difdainful air. 

‘ All clothed in long purple robes, with belts and golden 
fringes, interfperfed with precious ftones. 

«Their camels foon came up with me; I was dazzled by their 
fplendor, and humbled by their grandeur. 

‘ Alas! all my endeavours to ftretch myfelf ferved only to 
make me appear more ridiculoufly vain. 

‘ Mine eyes did meafure them inceffantly; fearce did my 
head reach their ancles: I was forely vexed from the bottom of 
my foul, neverthelefs did I not give over following them. 

* Then did I with that my afs could raife himfelf as high as. 
the higheft of camels, and fain would I have feen his long ears 
peep o’er their lofty heads. 

‘ I continually incited him by my cries, I prefs’d him with 
my heels and my halter ; and tho’ he quickened his pace, yet 
fix of his fteps fcarce equalled one of the camel’s. 

© In thort, we loft fight of them, and I all hopes of overtak- 
ing them. What difference, cried I, between their lot and 
mine? Why are they not in my place? or why am I not in 
theirs ? 

‘ Wretch that lam! I fadly journey on alone upon the vileft 
and floweit of animals; they, on the contrary happy they ! 
would blufh to have me in their train; fo defpicable am 
I in their eyes. 

‘ Bufied in thefe refle€tions, and loft in thought, my afs find- 
ing I no longer prefled him, flackened his pace, and prefently 
ftopped to feed upon the thiftles. 

« The grafs was goodly: it feemed to invite him to reft ; fo 
he laid him down: I fell ; and like unto him who from a pro- 
found fleep awaketh in furprize, fo was I on a fudden awakened 


from my meditations, 
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€ As foon asI got up, the voice of thoufands came buzzing 

in my ears; I looked around, and behold a troop ftiil more 
numerous than the former. 

‘ Thefe were mounted as poorly as myfelf; their linen tu- 
nicks the fame as mine ; their manners feemed familiar ; 1 ad- 
dreffed the neareft, 

‘ Do your utmoft, fays I, you will never be able, mounted 
as you are, to overtake thofe who are a-head of you. 

‘ Let us alone, fays he, for that ; the madmen! they rifk 
their lives ; and for what? to arrive a few minutes before us. 

‘ We are all going to Babylon, an hour fooner or later, in 
linen tunick, or purple robes, on an afs, ora camel, what mat- 
ters it when once one is arrived? nay, upon the road, fo you 
know how to amufe yourfelf ? 

‘ You, for example: What would have become of you had 
you been mounted on a camel ? your falls fays he, would have 
been fatal. I fighed, and lrad nothing to reply. 

‘ Then, looking behind me, how great was my furprize to fee 
men, women, and children following us afoot, fome finging, 
others fkipping on the tender grafs ; their poor backs bowed un- 
der their burdens. ) 

‘ Then cried I, tranfported beyond myfelf, they go to Ba- 
bylon as well as I: And is it they who rejoice? and is it I who 
am fad? when on a fudden my oppreffed heart became light; 
and I felt a gentle joy flow within my veins, 

_ © Eré we got in, we overtook the firlt party; their camels 
had thrown them, their long purple robes, their belts, and gold 
fringes inter{perfed with diamonds were all covered with mud. 

‘Then, ye powerful of the earth; even then it was [ per 
ceived the littlenefs of human grandeur ; but the juft eflimarion 
I made of it, did not render me infeafible to the misfortunes of 
others.’ 

We thall conclude this article with a fable, which difplays the 
folly of thofe deluded mortals who addrefs their fupplications 
to imaginary gods, and impotent objeés of adoration. | 


The PRAYERS. 


‘ A Turk feeing the tempeft was palt, A miracle, my friends, 
fays he, the dew of heaven is defcended on my turban; our 
veffel was about to perifh ; I implored the fuccour of Mahomet, 
he appeared unto me; heaven was propitious ; the thunder did 
roar; the earth did tremble; the fea grew calm, and the winds 
did ceafe. 

‘ You are miftaken, fays a Chinefe, your Mahomet had no- 
thing todo init. , 

‘ As foon as I perceived the tempeft, I prayed my pagod 
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that he would put an end to it ; my prayers were ineffefuat, fo 
1 grew angry, and I whipped him till he calmed the fea. 

‘ Thou thyfelf art miftaken, cries an Outaouwas, *twas nei- 
ther him nor thee, but my dog, who extricated us from the 
impending danger: throwing him inio the fea, Hold, fays [to 
the tempeft, I give thee my dog to appeafe thee. 

* O fimple mortals! how proud of thy prayers! how poor 
is thy pride 

In this apologae our author betrays his charafer. It is im- 
poffible to believe that a Muffulman would place the pagod, 
the dog, and the prophet, in the fame ridiculous point of view, 





FX. The Cafile of Otranto, a Story. Tranflated by William Mar- 
fhal, Geat. from the original Italian of Onuphrio Muralto, 


Canon of the Church of St. Nicholas at Otranto. 8wvo. Pr. 34. 
Lowndes. 


7 H E ingenious tranflator of this wery curious performance 

informs that it was found in the library of an ancient ca- 
tholic family in the north of England: that: it was printed at 
Naples, in the black letter, in the year 1529; and that the ftile 
#s of the pureft Italian: he alfo conje&ures, that ifthe ttory was 
written near the time when it is fuppofed to have happened, it 
muft have been between 1095, the xra of the firft crufade, and 
1243, the date of the laft, or not long afterwards. ‘ There 
is, continues he, no other circumftance in the work, that can 
lead us to guefs at the period in which the fcene is laid: the 
names of the aétors are evidently fictitious, and probably dif- 
guifed on purpofe: yet the Spanifh names of the domeftics feem 
to indicate that this work was not compofed, until the eftablith- 
ment of the Arragonian kings in Naples had made Spanifh ap- 
pellations familiar in that country. The beauty of the diction, 
and the zeal of the author [moderated, however, by fingular 
judgment] concur to make me think that the date of the com- 
pofition was little antecedent to that ofthe impreflion. Letters 
were then in their moft flourifhing ftate in Italy, and contribu- 
ted to difpel the empire of fuperftition, at that time fo forcibly 
attacked by the Reformers. It is not unlikely that an artful 
prieft might endeavour to turn their own arms on the innova- 
tors; and might avail himfelf of his abilities as an author to con- 
firm the populace in their ancient errors and fuperftitions. If 
this was his view, he has certainly ated with fignal addrefs. Such 
a work as the following would enflave a hundred vulgar minds 
beyond half the books of controverfy that have been written 
from the days of Luther to the prefent hour,’ 
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Such is the charaéter of this work given us by its judicious 
tranflator ; but whether he {peaks ferioufly or ironically, we nei- 
ther know nor care. The publication of any work, at this 
time, in England compofed of fuch rotten materials, is a phee- 
nomenon we cannot account for. That our readers may form 
fome idea of the abfurdity of its contents, we are to inform 
them that Manfred, prince of Otranto, had only one fon, a 
youth about fifteen years of age, whoon the day appointed fot 
his marriage was ‘ dafhed to pieces, and almoft buried under an 
enormous helmet, an hundred times more large than any cafque 
ever made for human being, and fhaded with a proportionable 
quantity of black feathers.’ This helmet, it feems, refembled 
that upon a ftatue of Alfonfo the Good, one of the former 
princes of Otranto, whofe dominions Manfred ufurped ; and 
therefore the helmet, or the refemblance of it, by way of poetical 
juftice, dafhed out his fon’s brains. =~ 

The above wonder is amongft the leaft of the wonderful 
things in this ftory. A pifture comes out of its pannel, and 
ftalks through the room, to diffuade Manfred from marrying 
the princefs who had been betrothed to bis fon. It even utters 
deep fighs, and heaves its breafts. We cannot help thinking 
that this circumftance is fome prefumption that the caftle of 
Otranto is a modern fabrick ; for we doubt much whether pic- 
tures were fixed in pannels before the year 1243. We fhall not 
affront our readers underftanding fo much as to defcribe the 
other monftrofities of this ftory ; but, excepting thofe abfurdi- 
ties, the characters are well marked, and the narrative kept up 
with furprifing fpirit and propriety. The cataftrophe is moft 
wretched. Manfred ftabs his own daughter inadvertently, and 
fhe dies. Thetrue heir of Alfonfo’s throne is difcovered, whofe 
name is Theodore. Manfred relents and repents, and at laft 
the whole moral of the ftory turns out to be, ‘* That the fas of 
fathers are vifited on their children to the third and fourth ge- 


neration,” 





VIII. Boerhaave’s Academical Lefures on the Lues Venerea. In 
ewhich are accurately defcribed, the Hiftory, Origin, Progre/s, Cauje:, 
Symptoms, and Cure of that Difeafe. Tranflated from the Latin, 
with Notes, by Jonathan Wathen, Surgeon, 8v0. Pr. 55. 
Rivington. 

OT only fince the death of the celebrated Dutch profef- 

, for Dr. Boerhaave, bas feveral pofthumous works of his 
appeared; but even during his life-time clandeftine copies of 
his books were publified, and alf% parts of his leCtures, by pu- 
| pis, 
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pils, without. his approbation. When a great man appears, we 
are apt to admire every thing about him. His reputation. 
gives weight and influence to every thing he delivers; nay, of- 
ten we are fo much infatuated, that his very errors, (for who 
is intirely free of thefe) are looked on and regarded as truths. 
This, if we are not miftaken, was precifely tlie cafe of our cele- 
brated profeffor, whofe great merit all Europe muft and does 
acknowledge. His reputation in the world, and particularly at 
the univerfity where he taught, drew ftudents to Leyden from 
all quarters, ‘How much changed is this univerfity now! 
Thele ftudents admired Boeshaave from his Je€tures and con- 
verfation, ag did the whole world from his writings. His opi- 
nions were greedily received and tenacioufly retained; and 
his name being prefixed to any work, infured a fpeedy fale. 
Many of the works that have appeared fince his death, the pro- 
feflor never intended to fee the light, or, if he did, in a very 
different drefs; many errors would have been correéted, de- 
ficiencies fupplied, and the whele made more worthy of the 
name under which they were to appear. The work before 
us is one of thofe pofthumous pieces, which, probably, the 
do€tor never thought of publifhing, Whatever faults it may 
contain, they are not rafhly to be afcribed to Boerhaave ; innu- 
merable errors, omillions, &c. might be committed by the per- 
fons through whole hands the letures paffed before their pube 
lication, 

He firft treats of the origin, nature, and medical hiftory of 
the difeafe. From p. 87 to 283 inclufive, Ke difcuffes fully 
the virulent gonorrbza in both fexes. From p. 284 to 355, 
the different methods of curing the lues venerea are taken no- 
tice of. To this is fubjoined an appendix by the editor, of 
the efficacy of the folution of corrofive fublimate, at the hofpi-~ 
tals at Vienna. On the origin of this difeafe, he refutes the 
-rguments which have been advanced, that it was defcribed by 
Mofes. It was unknown in Europe before the year 1494. He 
alledges, however, the difeafe was endemical before that time in 
Africa. ‘ It neverthelefs prevailed in other parts of the 

iown world before thofe times, even when the Portuguefe 

dertook their firft unfuccefsful expedition into Africa, where 
diforder is endentical, and from whence it was conveyed 
ymerica: anc Spain.” But if the difeafe is thus African, 
vic Columbus bring it Arlt with him when he returned 
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is cifcovertes ? 
r thioks, that the violence of the fymptoms of a 
proportional to the pleafure in the enjoyment, 
ordiug to the mutual excels of paffion. * And this 
remarked, if a handfome youth, in the flower of 
i his 
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his age, has commerce with a common ftrumpet,.who perhaps 
was not capable of an increafe of infe&tion; yet if her paflions 
were excited, by the afpect of his perfon, with fo much the 
greater malignity he will be contaminated: and I have always 
found, that if three or four of his gay affociates are concerned 
with the fame woman, the moft agreeable have been the mott 
feverely affected. From whence it isclear, that nothing contri- 
butes more to the acrimony, contagion, and infinuation of 
this poifon, than the mutual excefs of paffion in each other.” 

He is very appreheofive in regard to the infeétion, believing 
it to be communicated by the air, and a thoufand other ways, 
many of them juft, but certainly pufhed too far, confidering 
the manner in which the difeafe at prefent exifts. It feldom 
appears now in the dreadful way it did in former times, 
people feeking fooner for, and more readily finding, a cure 5 
not to mention the change in the dileafe itfelf. 

Itis remarkable, though a thing well known, that the gonor- 
rhea is not mentioned as a fymptom of the difeafe at its ap- 
pearance. Nicolas Maffa, an auther of great accuracy and re. 
putation, who wrote 46 years after the eruption of this dileafe, 
does not mention the gonorrhea; yet Boerhaave fays, that 
Anton. Mufa Braffavolus, who publifhed at Ferrara, in 1534, 
only 40 or q1 years after the appearance of the difeafe, men- 
tions the gonorrhza as a fymptom, and defcribes it particu- 
larly. Again, Gabriel Fallopus, he tells us, fays, that it was 
the 6sth year before the gonorrhza appeared. There is fome 
feeming contradiction in thefe dates, which, perhaps, by in- 
fpefting the above-mentioned author’s works, might be cor- 
rected, 

The gonorrhea is a prefervative from the lues, and it was 
obferved by the firit writers, that the appearance of this fymp- 
tom greatly mitigated, even cured, the Ines. Hence, and from 
fuccefs in a particular cafe, the tranflator puts a queftion, * might 
not a bougie, or ftimulating injef&tion, be a probable means ta 
drive the matter of a lues into the urethra?’ Boerhaave 
thinks, that a woman not herfelf infef&ted may communicate 
the difeafe to a perfon having commerce with her, -as the va- 
gina may fetain the virus for fome time, without itfelf being 
apparently afeéted. The tranflator confirms this in feveral in- 
ftances. There is one curious remark on the gonorrhea, 
whofe fymptoms he defcribes with the greateft minutenefs, 
which we fhall give in his own words. ‘ This liquor at firft as 
white as cream, very little in quantity, and difcharged fo flowly, 
that it produces hardly a dropin an hour. _ Its flux is increafed 
by preffure : fo that by how much more the penis is compreffed 
en account of yncafinefs, by fo much the difeafe is increafed. 
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Helmont the father has juftly remarked, that thofe who fre. 
quently blow their nofe in a catarrh, are cured with great dif- 
ficulty: the fame effe&ts are produced by frequent compreffion 
In a gonorrhea,’ 

He takes notice alfo that, if the matter difcharged is a thin 
brown fanies, the difeafe is cured with the utmoft difficulty, 
and there commonly remains a gleet, 

The matter of a gonorrhea is not pus, neither a natural 
fecretion, but a preternatural difcharge of a fingular kind, at 
firft, neither excoriating or eroding the parts, as diffeétions 
prove. The catarrh and other fimilar examples he adduces as 
Wluftrations, 

The tranflator ina note, p. 136, difcommends the praétice 
of Aftruc, in bleeding, for allaying the inflammation in a gonor- 
thea, though he acknowledges in part this effect ; yet he adds, 
that it does not expel the poifon : but this is faying nothing 
at all againit bleeding ; for if it mitigates the inflammation, 
we have other means of corre€ting or expelling the poifon. 
He gives us his own method of taking off this inflammation, 
and, to ufe his own words, ‘ Nothing lefs than a large and im- 
mediate derivation from the part affected will anfwer that pur- 
pofe, and is only to be attained by a proper flimulating inje&ion, 
thrown up as high, but no higher, than the refidence of the 
difeafe. Such a method I have frequently praétifed with the 
moft furprifing fuccefs; as Spirit, fal. marin. &c. diluted in 
water to a degree fuiting the defign ; but the belt of all that | 
have ever met with is the pracipitat, alb. made according to 
the London Difpenfatory, but never fuifered to dry. ‘This 
mult be repeatedly wathed, .till it has not the leaft tatte,.ei- 
ther of the fublimate or its menftruum, About a quarter of an 
ounce of the precipitate to a quart of water is the ftrength 
which I find proper for this purpofe in general ; but this muft 
be increafed or diminifhed by the difcretion of the furgeon, ac- 
cording to the urgency of the cafe, ftrength of the urethra, 
&c. When this is thrown up to the part affeGed, it firft caufes 
a warmth, with a fenfe of pain, and in about a quarter of an 
hour the difcharge begins, firft very thin, in a moft profufe 
quantity, continuing for fix or feven hours ; during which the 
patient thould, if poffible, avoid making water, as it gives the 
moft exquifite pain. About the period above-mentioned, the 
difcharge leffens, and grows thicker ; when the urine may be 
emitted as eafy, if not more fo, than before: the diftention, 
heat, and redne(s of the glans difappears, and the next day the 
patient is generally freed from every painful or alarming fymp- 
tom: in fhort, the danger is over, and his gonorrhza becomes 
wild, and eafy to be cured. Nor is this method lefs effedtual 
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torecal the running, and thereby moft fpeedily remove the 
{welling of the tefticles, and incipient buboes in the groin,’ 
The cure Boerhaave recommends for the gonorrhza, befides 
bathing, diluting plentifully, and a few other prefcriptions, is 
parging by bydragogues; he recommends manna much, in 
Jarge dofes. Inthe lues the method of emaciation mutt be pur- 
fued, by fweating, falivating, &c. fo as to expel all the corrupt- 
ed fatin the body, in which he fuppofes chiefly the difeafe to 
have its feat. | 
Notwithitanding the prefent pradtice differs from that of the 
time at which thefe leQures were compofed, there are many ufe- 
ful obfervations and cautions to be found ia them, tho’ not in 
an eligible form ; therefore care and judgment muft be employed 
in the perufal.—The Englifh tranflator has been ata good deal 
of trouble to render the work ufeful, and has made many judici- 
ous remarks, &c. which add greatly to the value of the book. 
He propofes arfenic as a very beneficial cauftic : his preparation 
and method of management is given in p, 283. Upon other 
occafions he propofes different medicines, whofe efficacy he has 
frequently experienced, and whofe ufe he would recommend. 





X. A foort Account of the Difeafe of the Stone in the Human Bady. 
Alfo of the Method of Cure. By Henry Boéfnier de la Touche, 
of Little Chelfea, 47. Pr.is.6d. Vaillant, 


HE intention of this publication is to inform us, that the 

author propofes a fure, eafy, and fafe method of diffolving 
the ftone in the urinary paflages. This notice might have beea 
given in very little fpace, yet the obliging author fwells out the 
performance to aneighteen-penny pamphlet! Let us examine 
a little what there is for our money. He tells us that lithotomy 
is a deficient and improper method of cure ;-nephrotomy is 
dangerous, and not to be ventured on, notwithftanding he en- 
ters into the hiftory of this operation, and relates the cafe from 
the Philofophical Tranfa@tions, of Mr. Hobfon, on whom the 
Operation was performed with fuccefs. He tranflates from Ri- 
verius the diagnoftic of a ftone in the kidney, and gives fome 
figns of the ftonein the bladder. The /eed of the ftone, that is, 
the matter of which calculi are formed, exifts in the urine of all 
perfons; his ufing the term /eed tends to give avery falfe idea 
of the matter. The account he gives of the formation of the 
ftone is this. ‘ When the parts of the body which fecrete or 
retain the urine are weakened, or have loft their proper tone 
and power of adion, then this feed has liberty to unfold itfelf ; 
E 4 and 
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and fo a ftone is formed, which being very {mall at firft grows 
large by accretion.’ 

' "The matter that forms calculi is fo perfeétly diffolved in 
the urine, as not to alter its fluidity or tranfparency ; yet the 
author fays that the philofopbafters will laugh ‘at his faying that 
fo clear a water fhould become a ftone. Who will laugh 
ata truth univerfally acknowledged ? are there not many ex- 
amples in nature of the moft tranfparent waters forming 
ftoney incruftations? He thinks thofe philofophafters too rafi, 
as they indeed often are, in accounting for phenomena above 
their reach. Among the inftances he gives is the formation of 
linnen rags into paper. We fhould have a very poor opinion 
of Mr. Touche’s abilities, if he could not give a fatistatory 
account of this mechanical operation. —Tho’ the medicine our 
author has difcovered is as innocent ascommon water tothehu- | 
man body, yet, he fays, it diffolves the ftone with eafe, and prevents 
a relapfe; buthe furnifhes us with no cafes in which it has been 
tried. Thefe, however, are the whole contents of this pam- 
phiet, ofthirty-five pages of quarto. The whole intention of it 
might have been, perhaps, more advantageoufly anfwered by an 
advertifement in the news-papers. ‘The want of method, and 
frequent repetitions, in this performance, muft difguft the 


reader, 
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XI. A Refutation of jhe RefieGions againft Inoculation, publifbed by 
Deédtor Raft of Lyons ; fo far as they are fupporied by Calculations 
drawn from the Bills of Mortality in London, and bis Obferva- 
tions. With a Perfuafive to that Praétice, deduced from the Suc- 
cefs of the Incculating Hofpital near London, By Anthony Rel- 
han, M.D. Felioqu of the College of Phyficians, in London, 
4to. Pr. 2s. Jobnfton, 


UR author, in this well wroteand diftin@ differtation, refutes, 
in our opinion fatisfaftorily, the arguments of Dr. Raft 
at Lyons, who wrote a treatife againft inoculation. The 
French author endeavours to prove from the bills of mor- 
tality in Londpn, that, fince the practice of inoculation, 
a greater number has died of the fmall-pox than before its 
introduction. ‘The author of the pamphlet before us, fhews 
how irregular, greatly deficient, and erroneous, thefe regifters 
formerly were; that weeks, nay months, were fometimes 
wanting. ‘The bills are much more accurate at prefent, tho? 
{lill fubje& to many errors and deficiencies. 
Dr. Raft began his calculation at the year 1684, when the 
biils were in 3 very uncertain and fluctuating ftate, and not 
| much 
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much to be depended on: his firft period ends with 1720, when 
inoculation was firft introduced. His fecond period ends with 
1758 inclufive, comparing thirty- eight years antecedent to 
inoculation, with a like number fince its introduétion, without 
attending to many circumftances that make thefe times dif- 
fer effentially. Our author gives feveral reafons for the de- 
creafe of births of late years ; one is the pernicious practice of 
dram-drinking, which fo much enfeebles the parents, as to pro- 
duce only puny weak children, who foon increafe the number 
of deaths. The legiflature took every means to prevent this 
vice; but the happy effe&s did not appear immediately ; 
‘ as the diminution of births did not attain its greateft declen- 
fion until the year one thoufand feven hundred and forty- five, 
when at a medium in a period of five years, they were reduced 
to fourteen thoufand four hundred nineteen. In the year one 
thoufand feven hundred fifty-eight the good effects of this mea- 
fure became perceptible, as the medium in five years rofe to 
fourteen thoufand fix hundred fifty-one ; and it is with pleafure 
{inform the public, that it has increafed in one thoufand fe- 
ven hundred fixty-three to fifteen thoufand one hundred thirty- 
feven. So that, notwithftanding the uncommon virulence and 
fatality of the fmall pox, within thefe five laft years, yet are 
the baptifins more numerous, and the deaths lefs fo, than in the 
five preceding.’ 

We have a table of the annual deaths in the fmall- pox from 
the year 1708 to 1763, inclofive, divided into four periods of 
fourteen years each, from which we Jearn, ‘ That the medium 
of deaths tor the firft period of fourteen years, when inocola- 
tion was little known, and by no epee practifed, was annually 
two thoufand one hundred one, and } zor nearly a whole num- 
ber. 

‘ That the medium for the fecond period, when jnoculation 
began to be in ules was annually two thoufand one hundred 
ninety-feven, and 42, or nearly a whole number. 

‘ That the medium for the third period, when inoculation 
had increafed confiderably, was annually two thoufand thirty. 

‘ That the medium for the fourth period, when inoculation 
was at its greateft height, was annually two thoufand one hun- 
dred twenty-one, and 4%, or nearly 3. 

‘ Thus it appears that the greateft annual medium differ- 
ence in any of thefe periods was nearly one ‘hundred fixty~ 
eight. 

F That the annual medium of deaths for thefe forty: two 
years, fince the introduéction of inoculation, has been two 
thoufand one hundred fixteen, and ~$, or not quite fifteen per 
ainum more than in the period before inoculation. 

—*: ‘ That 
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‘ That in the fecond period fince the introdu€tion'of inoeu- 
lation, the deaths were nearly each year feventy-two lefs, than 
in that period that preceded this praétice. 

* And laftiy, that the difference between the period, in which 
inoculation was not praétifed, and that in which it was moft ia 
ufe, and i mult obferve unfuccefsfully fo, was at_a medium an- 
nually not quite twenty. 

‘ If follows, [hope clearly, from this ftate of the affajr, that 
the increafe of deaths, attributed by Dr. Raft to inoculation, is 
charged to a miftaken article ; and that the deaths in this com- 
plaint not decreafing by the bills, in proportion to the advan- 
tages which might reafonably be expected to refult from the 
precautionary ftep of inoculation, muft be accounted for, from 
a larger proportion of perfons havipg this complaint, as the 
contagion of it is preferved during the whole year in full vigor, 
by the prefent practice.’ 

But whatever uncertainties may arife from thefe bills, or 
however little benefit inoculation may feem'thereby to have 
introduced, the accounts we. have received ftom the governors 
of the inoculating hofpital will fet the matter in a more juft and 
fairer point of view ; and as we cannot doubt of the truth of 
the account, every impartial perfon muft by it be convinced of 
the advantages arifing from inoculation. ‘ It appears that fince 
the inftitution of that charity to the twenty-fourth of March, 
one thoufand feven hundred, fixty-four, they have received in 
the natural fmall-pox feven thoufand one hundred forty-eight, 
of whom five thoufand three hundred fifty-two have been cur- 
ed, one thoufand feven hundred ninety-fix died. Thus fome- 
what above one in four fell a victim to that diforder. A num- 
ber exceeding the acknowledged medium of deaths in the 
natural way, in this complaint: but well accounted for 
by the governors, who obferve, that the patients admitted 
were moftly adults, often received after great irregularities, 
and many of them at a time, when their cafes were deemed def- 
perate. 

‘ In the inoculated way they have received three thoufand 
eight hundred feventeen, and of them have loft thirteen. 
Thus the deaths have been as one to two hundred ninety-three 
and +*;.” 

What proof more convincing ? Befides the great chance.the 
inoculated have to efcape death, they have other advantages in 
refpe& to beauty, &c. If thefe advantages are received in an 
hofpital, how much greater probability of fuccefs in private fa- 
milies, which all thofe on whom this operation has been per- 
formed can teftify ! 

Dr. 
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Dr. Raft alleges that, at Lyons, out of 130 inoculated, near 
one third had the confluent fmall-pox, a thing moft farprifing, 
and not eafily to be credited, when not one in 150 in England 
proves confluent, In fhort, his affertions are fo little fupport- 
ed by proper teftimonies, that a great deal feems to arife from 
rumour, and to be intirely invented, or much exaggerated. 

Our author, at the conclufion, feems to think that feveral of the 
fymptems of the fmall- pox are not well accounted for, and the 
treatment not only defeGive, but, he is apprehenfive, errone- 
ous; and givesa kind of promife that he will one day refume 
the fubject, and, by treating the diftemper in a medical way, 
endeavour to make good his affertion, 
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XII. Obferwatious concerning Ruptures, and the Treatment of them. 
By W. Blakey, of rhe College of Surgeons at Paris, and Inventor 
of the elaftic Bandages, ufed in the Military Hofpitals of bis moft 
Chriflian Majeffy. S8vo. Pr. 6d. Nicol. 


HE author publifhes this pamphlet, as he is the inventor 

of an elaftic bandage of great ufe in the cure of ruptures, 

which he wants to recommend to the public. He enquires 
into the fituation and caufes of ruptures; and defines a Hernia 
to be a defcent of the inteftines, or omentum, from their na- 
tural fituation, thereby forming an unnatural tumour, or fwell- 
ing, popularly called a rupture; notwithftanding, a little after- 
wdatds, when enumerating the different kinds of ruptures, he 
mentions thofe of the uterus, vagina, and anus. Thefe are 
not comprehended in his own definition, and the term applied 
here has a quite different fenfe, that of laceration; but it 
feems his bandages were ufeful in thefe laft cafes, and they muft 
therefore be taken notice of. He gives then the different 
caufes of ruptures, which he borrows direétly from other au- 
thors. He enumerates only the occafional caufes of hernie— 
He endeavours, after this, to fhew, that all the bandages at 
prefeat employed in this difeafe have fome deficiencies ; that 
they don’t apply tight upon the orifice ; that they gall the pa- 
tient ; that they are apt to move from their fituation, and fo 
often occafion fatal confequences, All thefe difadvantages are 
removed, by the ule of his elaftic bandages. Always ap- 
plied to the orifice where the hernia defcended, no coughing, 
ftraining, or other violent exercife, will remove it from its piace, 
no galling or pain to the patient with this application; an in- 
{trument of the utmoft ufe, if it anfwers his defcription: ex- 
perience muft determine He advifes this elaftic bandage 
in prolapfus yvaginz, preferable to any peflary.———Speaking 
the 
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the redu&tion of a hernia that threatens to be ftrangulated by 
the inflammation and fwelling of the parts about the ring, he 
advifes, before the operation, to put the patient into a bathing 
tub on his back, his knees bent upwards, his neck and fhoul- 
ders out of the water, the water of a warmth not to quicken 
the pulfe; the redudtion muft be gradually managed; dleeding 
and diluents mult likewife be ufed; the patient may be continu- 
ed in the water, though weak, to fainting, the great refaxation 
at that time may contribute greatly to the reduction. This 
method is very efficacious, as he affures us, if ufed in proper time. 





XIV. Obfervations on the external and internal Ufe of Hemlock, and 
on the outward Application of other Remedies, for the Cure of in- 
ward Diferders, in a Letter from Dr. Hoffman, Proftfar of Phyfic 
at the Univerfity of Steinfort,’ to his Friend at Muntter, in 
Germany. Tranflated from theGerman Original by J. O. 
Juftamond, Surgeon to the Second Regiment of Dragoon Guards, 
With an Explanatory Preface, by the Tranflator. v0. Pr. is. 
Marks, 


Emlock, as a medicine, within thefe few years, has caufed 
much fpeculation. At Vienna, where the difcovery was 
made, it flill maintains its high reputation, tho’ thro’ the reft of 
Europe it feems to decline, from practitioners finding either 
fmall benefit from it, or fometimes none at all. In Britain, tho’ 
a€tual cures of cancers have been performed by it, and in other 
cafes relief obtained, yet this has not been proportionable 
to the flattering hopes we had entertained of its efficacy, 
by the accounts received from Vienna, Without confidering 
from what caufes this might arife, many have deferted the 
medicine, and efteem it of very little ufe, while at the fame 
time its fuccefs at Vienna, cannot, we think, be called in quef- 
tion : and lately we have had frefh proofs of this power, in the 
Annus Medicus, publithed by Colens, who. is the fucceffor of 
Stork in the hofpital, and is to continve the publication Stork 
had begun. After giving an account of thedifeafes in the hofpital 
for the year, he fubjoins a long account of the efficacy of the hem- 
lock, not only in thofe difeafes in which Stork had ufed it, but in 
many others, under the eye of Van Swieten. We refer our 
Teaders to the book itfelf; but they muft obferve, that fo- 
mentations with the plant are very frequently ufed during the 
ufe of the extraé&, which no doubt affifted in the cure. The 
author before us improves further on this, and propofes baths 
of hemlock to be joined to the internal ufe of it, from finding 
its remarkable efficacy in thofe cafes in which he tried it. The 
fii{t was @ woman with a fchirrous breaft, who, from a general 
averfion 
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averfion to medicine, could not take the extrac internally, by 
bathing daily, few days being intermitted, for fix weeks, was 
intirely cured ; care being taken to prevent the accefs of the - 
vapour of the plant to her lungs. The fecond cafe is an afth- 
ma and dropfy from the gout driven in. Medicines were tried 
unfuccefsfully. He prefcribed the continuation of the medi- 
cines and the hemlock bath ; by four bathings this afthma was 
intirely cured, and the dropfy difappeared. The third cafe isa 
cancer inthe breatt, with a thin difcharge. Two months con: 
tinuance of the extraé& did no good; the bath being joined 
during his ftay of fix days at the town where the patient refided, 
he found great alteration for the better. Thefe are all the 
cafes in which he has tried the bathing.—He recommends to 
phyficians to purfue this method, as it feems to promife fuccefs.. 
—He propofes the {trewing the patients beds with the leaves of 
the plant, and promifes to publith his experiments with it in 
this way. And laftly, he invites all to follow the fame 
courfe with him, in fearching for medicines which will cure 
difeafes externally applied. As great quantities of the aétive 
parts of medicine may be received by the pores of the body in: 
bathing, our author thinks great effects may be expected. 








XV. Confiderations on the Legality of General Warrants, and the 
Propriety of a Parliamentary Regulation of the fame. To which is 
added, a Poftfcript on a late Pamphlet concerning Furies, Libels, 
Efe, Bee. 15. Nicoll. 


HIS pamphlet feems to come from the pen of a found 
- lawyer and a fair reafoner. He takes up the argument 
of general warrants at its moft early, and, therefore, its moft 
proper, period; and, without being at all ftartled at the outcry 
againft the legality of general warrants, he examines whether 
they are illegal or not. He thinks that their containing 
a general defcription of the offenders does not at all rene 
der them illegal ; and that the writer of the Enquiry *, or, as it 
has fince beenchriitened, ‘ The Letter upon Warrants,’ has not 
produced a fingle legal authority to fupport the illegality of 
fuch warrants; for he does not confider the obiter difum ofa 
fingle judge to be legal authority. ' 
‘ In point, fays he, of argument and reafon, the only objec- 
tion is the danger to which that form of warrant fubjects every 
innocent perfon. ‘ It leaves it (it is faid) in the power, and 
at the difcretion of every officer, to feize any one he thinks 
proper; and the innocent are no lefs expofed to be arrefted 





* See Critical Review, vol. xviii. p. 428. 
F under 
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under that warrant than the guilty.” Such is the general ob- 
je€tion : how is it founded in the real nature and extent of the 
warrant? 

¢ The warrant contains a fpecific defcription of a particular 
perfon ; that too, which of all others, is /olely and peculiarly 
applicable to him, the commiffion of the offence. How can a 
warrant to arreft the author or printer of a certain paper, ex- 
tend to any one whois not the author or printer? Is it not a 
Specific and exclufve defeription of that perfon alone? If the 
magiftrate, or other officer, arrefts an innocent perfon under 
fuch a warrant, he aéts no more under the authority of the 
warrant, than if, under a warrant to arreft John Wilkes, Efq. 
he had taken up any one of a different name. If an officer is 
difpofed wantonly to tranfgrefs his warrant, he may do fo, 
where it is the moft fpecial that can poffibly be penned, or even 
without any warrant at all. The quelftion, therefore, is not 
whether a general warrant is not liable to be abufed by the 
officer ? but whether it gives him authority to do fo, or con- 
fines the execution of it to the offender alone? Where, then, is 
this saberent, this neceffary, this innate, danger to the public liber- 
ty in the form of thefe warrants ?” 

‘We cannot help confidering this as clofe reafoning; and the 
author proceeds to prove, what we fuppofe will not be contro- 
verted, that, in many cafes, a warrant for the apprehenfion of 
a delinquent cannot be otherwife than general, when the judge 
is ignorant of his name, and knows nothing f{pecifically defcrip- 
tive of his perfon, 

This writer, without acknowledging that he borrowed 
the hint from the Critical Reviewers *, next juftifies general 
warrants, by the tacit approbation they have always met with, 
when they came by Habeas Corpus before the court of King’s 
Bench. He then fhews that if the principles upon which a ge- 
netal warrant may be iffued out, hold good in other cafes, they 
hold good in cafe of treafon ; an exception which the gentlemen 
of the minority would have admitted; and he obferves, that if 
a general warrant is ‘executed on the guilty perfon, no injury 
is done ; if on any other, it is without the fanétion of the war- 
rant, the offending officer is amenable to the law, and a jury 
of his- country will give due fatisfa&tion to the party injured.’ 
Our author next fhews, that not a fingle cafe brought by 
the Letter Writer, upon warrants, &c. to prove that they have 
been frequently condemned by former parliaments, comes up 
to his purpofe, and that thecafe of Scroggs is no condemnation 
of the general warrant iffued by lord Hallifax. 





* Vol. xviii. p. 434. 
‘ From 
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¢ From the above premifes, thefe conclufions neceflarily fol- 
low, 1ft, That general warrants for the feixure of offenders are not 
contrary to law; and therefore if the parliament is tomake any 
declaration of the law in this refpe&, it muft be in favour of 
the warrants. zdly, That there is nothing dangerous to the 
fubje& in that general form of warrant ; that in many cafes 
fuch warrants are neceffary; that it is impoffible for all the 
wifdom of human legiflation to forefee in what cafes they may 
be neceffary, in what not, as it does not depend on the degree of 
the offence, but the circumftances of particular cafes; that a law 
therefore to regulate and refirain the future exercife of fuch war- 
rants, might be produSive of the moft inconvenient and fatal confe- 
uences.” 

. This author then confiders the queftion of the general feizure 
- of papers: he admits that any fuch feizure, when not conneé&- 
ed with the principal obje& of enquiry, is improper and illegal. 
Here, as Critical Reviewers, and therefore as advocates for the 
freedom of writing, we muft obferve, that a moft material cir- 
cumftance has been omitted by the writers on both fides of this 
queftion, merely, as we apprehend, becaufe it did not happen 
in the cafe of Mr. Wilkes, whofe papers were fealed up by per- 
fons who were judges of their contents. But in all former cafes 
of feizures of papers (which are always concomitant to the ap- 
prehenfion of perfons) fuch feizures were made bya fet of the 
loweft and moftignorant fellows inthe king’s dominions, meffen- 
gers of ftate, who, the more brutal they were, the more fit for their 
bafinefs. When a couple of thofe myrmidons were to execute 
a warrant, they had no rule but their own difcretion for feizure 
of papers ; for the terms of the warrant ran, ‘* That they fhall 
bring the perfon and his papers (without any other defcription) 
before the fecretary.” Sometimes thofe worthy meffengers could 
not read, or if they could read, they ‘could not underftand, and 
when they did underftand, they thought they could not exceed 
in the rigorous execution of their office; and the more papers 
they brought along with them, they thought they gave the 
greater proofs of their zeal for his majefly’s fervice ; for every 
one of the ruffians thought himfelf a limb of a minifter. We 
profefs ourfelves to be-ignorant how thofe difcretionary powers 
have been exercifed of late, or whether the board of thofe fub- 
minifters is not become more refpectable than it was twenty 
or thirty years ago; but we have thought it our duty to bear 
our teftimony againft fo crying a grievance, a grievance that 

may not only ruin the author, but the man. 
The Confiderer very juftly ridicules the Letter Writer’s ob- 
fervations, that no man is to furnifh evidence againft himfelf. 
After 
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After admitting it in fome degree, he thus proceeds: ‘ But be- 
caufe the law, from motives of compaffion, will not oblige the 
party charged to produce any thing againft himfelf, does it fol- 
Jow that every thing in his poffeflion i is facred, and that nothing 
found in his cuftody is to be ufed in evidence by his accufer ? 
Does not the daily practice prove the falfity of that idea? Are 
not perfons arrefted on fufpicion of felony conftantly fearched ? 
Are not the papers or ggods found upon him produced in evi- 
dence againft him? Is his houfe more facred than his perfon ? 
Is his clofet protected where his very pockets may be rifled ? 
Is not the praétice and the right of fearching houfes for ftolen 
goods univerfally admitted? Are not the very letters, nay the 
confeffions of the accufed ufed in evidence of his guilt? Where 
then is the rule of law, where the principle, that no man is to 
furnith evidence againft himfelf ? Heis not to be compelled to doit 
by his own ac&t; but the profecutor i is at liberty to avail him- 
felf of whatever he can find in the houfe, on the perfon, under 
the hand, oreven from the mouth, of the accufed, to prove the 
truth of his charge. Where thenis the indecency of the avow- 
al of the fecretaries of ftate in their letter to Mr. Wilkes, that. 
they fhould keep fuch papers as tended to a proof of his guilt ? 
The law authorized them to feize all fuch, and to produce them 
in evidence at the trial. If they were not legal evidence, why 
did not Mr. Wilkes’s counfel obje& to the reading of them ? 
They were not men to overlook or negle& any objection that 
had the leaft foundation in law.’ 

The author then proceeds to confider what fhould be the 
mode of a parliamentary declaration, viz. whether by bill or a 
refolution. He next diftinguifhes between thofe two methods, 
and then fhews the abfurdity of proceeding by the latter, 
which is no more than a mere opinion of the houfe, and is al- 
ways followed by an order. But this, we apprehend, is not the 
ftrongeft part of his reafoning. He very juftly animadverts 
upon fomething worfe than a quibble, urged by the de- 
fenders of the minority, as if a treafonable paper could not 
be a libel, ‘+ for whatever is treafonable is treafon.” By 
the fame rule, we may conclude that whatever is inflammable 
is a flame, and if a man fips the leaft drop of intoxicating liquor, be 
muft be déad drunk. 

The Confiderer then anfwers the Defender of the Minority, 
when he took it upon himfelf to affert, that * the gueflion of the le- 
gality of the warrant is not now {ub judice, nor ever has been in a courfe 
of legal determination.” 1nanf{wer to which, our author afferts 
with no lefs confidence, that ¢ it is mow depending, and that it was 
in pendency in feveral of the trials already paft.’ After fome fevere 
obfervations ypon the condu& of the minority, he juftifies their 
opponents 
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opponents for throwing out the motion of the 17th of Febru- 
ary laft year * 

To the above confiderations is added a Poftfcript, in which 
the author brings various law authorities to prove, that a jury is 
not to judge of the law ; and befides authorities, he brings fome 
arguments on account of juries being compofed of illiterate 
men, unufed to legal ideas. He then proves that each of the 
qualities of falfehood, feandal, or malice, are not effential to form 
the crime of libelling. Upon the whole, We cannot help de- 
claring, that his Poitt{cript is wrote too much like a lawyer to 
admit of any critical, or, indeed, liberal, difcuffion. If law is 
to be oppofed to the fentiments of humanity and common 
fenfe, let us live lawlefs, for out of confufion order may arife. 
Nor-can five millions of Cokes and Hobarts perfuade us, that it 
7s not material whether a libel is true or falfe, that a libel is not to be 
jupiified though the contents be true; nay, that if true, it is the more pro- 
woking, and confequently the more libellous, 





XVI. The Life and Opinions of Triftram Shandy, Gent. Fols, VII. 
&F VII]. Small8vo. Pr. 25. each. Becket and De Hondt. 


HE Speéator fomewhere obferves, that an author may 
print a joke but he cannot print a face, which is often 
the beft part of ajoke. The principal part of the work before 
us is its manner, which is either above or below criticifm; for - 
if it is level with it, it becomes a kind of an impaflive objea, 
upon which the artillery of criticifm muft be difcharged ia 
vain. We have already done juftice to all that was juilifiable 
in the preceding volumes of this work, and wifh that the author 
(whofe name, in his own hand-writing, if we miftake not, is 
prefixed to it) had, in the two volumes before us, afforded 
the leaft field for the only pleafing part of our tafk, that of ap- 
probation. 

The feventh volume contains an unconneéted, unmeaning, 
account of our author’s journey to France.—Well, fays my 
uncle Toby, Corporal, did you fee that fame cock——Cock, 
cock, faid -my father—-What cock ?——Here my mother took 
a large-pioch of {nuff Why, the invifible cock, faid my un- 
cle Toby—Did you pay for feeing it, faid my father? (gaping 
over the table) Yes, and pleafe your honour, that I did—— 
and where was he? faid, my mother (taking up-a ftitch ia my 
father’s itockings) Why in a box, and pleafe you, madam 
(replied the corporal) And you really faw him, faid uncle 




















* Ibid, p. 221. 


Vor. XIX. January, 1705. FE. Toby 
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Toby (taking the pipe out of his mouth, and fhaking out the 
afhes)—Lord blefs your honour’s foul (faid the corporal) how 
could | fee him, did not I tell you he was invifible ?—Did the 
man tell you fo before you paid the money, faid my father, 
knitting his brows! Yes, yes, replied the corporal—Then, 
Trim, faid my father, you was not cheated ; for if you paid your 
money for an invifible thing, how couldft thou feeit? Arifto- 
tle treats upon this fubje& in his chapter of cocks. Here 
my mother took another large pinch of fnuff. 

We are afraid the purchafers of thefe two volumes are pretty 
much in the corporal’s fituation. The author has pretended, 
from his commencement of authorfhip, neither to wit, tafte, 
fenfe, nor argument, Videri vult et ef. His purchafers have 
bought the fight of his invifible cock, without being cheated ; 
or they have been beforehand told he is invifible. 

To be ferious, (if it is opiible to be fo with the writer of 
Triftram Shandy) we advife him moft heartily to confider the 
cafe of uncle Toby’s red breeches. They were worn fo long, 
that they became thin, threadbare, and rotten, and the corpo- 
yal could not find a taylor who could turn them, fo as to make 
a decent appearance in his approaches to the widow Wadman. 
Indeed, Triftram, your wit and humour, we are afraid, will 
very foon be in the fame predicament with uncle Toby’s red 
breeches.—So we remain, with our love to widow Wadman, 











Your humble fervants, 
The Reviewers of Bregecues. 
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17. The Regulations lately made concerning the Colonies, and the Taxes 
impofed upon them, confidered. 8vo. Pr. 2s. Wilkie. 


HIS is an accurate and excellent vindication of the mini- 
firy’s condué with regard to our American fettlements, 
and is calculated to remove all apprehenfions of their af- 
piring at being independent upon their mother-country. No 
fenfible Britifh American, let his notions of liberty and inde- 
pency be ever fo high, can read this pamphlet without being 
convinced of the folly and impraéticability of his countrymen 
ever having an intereft feparate from that of Great Britain. 
We are forry we have not room to give any extraéts from 
this mafterly performance, the perufal of which muft give plea- 
fure to every friend of his country. 


18. Ax 
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18. An Effy on the Conftitution of England. 8ve. Pr. 13. 6d. 
Becket and De Hondt. 


Had this pamphlet been printed in France, or under any 
defpotic government, the author would have been reverenced. 
A Frenchman knows no difference between a confiitution and 
a government ; and this author, in the whole of his flimfy per- 
formance, miftakes the one for the other. The conftitution of 
England neither does nor ever did depend upon its govern- 
ment. The one is permanent, perpetual, im:noveable, and 
unalterable, even by a&s of parliament, for it has triumphed 
over many. Government is fluétuating, tranGtory, and fub- 
ject to miltakes.—Optimus ille qui minimis urgetur. In fhort, 
the whole of this compofition is worthy the pen of one of thofe 
Frenchmen who commend the Englifh conftitution becaufe they 
do not underftand it, and merely becaufe they fee Englifhmen 
fight better by fea and land, and eat and drink better, than 
their neighbours—But what can we expeét from the pencil of 
one who takes it up to draw the Englifh conftitution, and does 
not know how to delineate a fingle fa& in hiftory. We are 
unwilling to be fevere upon a writer, whofe profeflion we fup- 
pofe, and hope, is not authorfhip ; but we moft earneffly re- 
commend to this gentleman-author that, next time he takes up 
the pen, he will write with a little more precifion upon what, if 
we are not miftaken, is the hiftory of his own country. That 
we may not appear to cenfure at random (though every page of 
the pamphlet is equally liable to exceptions) this effayift tells 
us plump, that when Charles the firft attempted to introduce 
epifcopacy into Scotland, the prefbyterian was the national wor- 
fhip. Indeed, Sir, you are miftaken; for the church of Scot- 
land at that time, and long before, was epifcopal. 





19. An Addrefs to both Parties. 8vo. Pr. 6d. Wilkie. 


The fubje& of this addrefs is an attempt to perfuade both 
parties to join in repealing the obfervance of the 3oth of Janu- 
ary, the day of Charles I.’s martyrdom; and among many other 
notable obfervations, the author is of opinion, that thehigh-flying 
Tories in general vote for the Minority. We thall not enter 
into the rationale of this pamphleteer’s defign, which confifts 
chiefly in abufing the family of the Stuarts, a do&rine that has 
become of late very fathionable with men cf the worft pens 
that ever infulted common-fenfe. We fhall admit Charles the 
firft to have been guilty of many unconftitutional aéts, and 
that his political education led him totyranny. We fhall éven 
admit that the cutting off his head ought to be a matter of in- 
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difference to a free people. We allow Charles the fecond every 
vice that can difgrace human nature, and James the fecond 
every property that can enter into the compofition of folly, 
bigotry, and fuperftition; but when ali this is admitted, thofe 
conceffions cannot in the leaft operate as reafons for abolifhing 
the zoth of January, fuppofing that the divine wrath is to be 
appeafed or mitigated by the humiliation of a people. | 

The total fubverfion of the conftitution of England, the in- 
dependency of the army upon the parliament; dragoons and 
foldiers giving laws to thofe patriots who had nobly withftood 
the tyrannical encroachments of the king; enthufiafts, holding 
the fword at the throat of Liberty, and anarchy preparing the 
path for defpotifm ; are reafons why fome day in the year ought 
to be fet afide for deprecating the divine wrath againft a return 
of fuch national miferies; and we can find noreafon why the 30th 
of January, the day om which thofe Jawlefs rufhans completed 
their triumph over the friends of liberty, is not as good a day for 
that purpofe as any in the calendar. 


20. A Letter tothe Right Hon.Charles Townfhend. 8ve, Pr. 1s. 
Nicoll. 


We have already * reviewed this letter, which is now reprint- 
ed for the fake of a poftfcript, which proves that the right ho- 
nourable gentleman to whom it is addreffed, is by no means 
of the fame opinion with Mr. Wilkes in his addrefs to the elec- 
tors of the borough of Aylefbury, nor indeed in the fecret of 
the oppofition. ‘ Mr. T. had afferted, that ‘* the queftion moved 
and Jupported by the minority in the Heufe of Commons, with regard to 
the warrants, was of a particular, not a general, nature,” and that 
“* many occafions might demand, and therefore Juhify, the iffuing ge- 
neral warrants.” Mr. Wilkes, on the contrary, in the letter we 
have mentioned, fays, that ‘* he refufed to obey the fecretary of 
ftate’s warrant, becaufe it was general, and therefore he knew 
it to be illegal.” Nay, he fays, ** That we have heard from the 
bench, that general warrants are abfolutely illegal.” - The 
above, we are of opinion, is the material part of this poftfcript, 
which is, however, very artfully and very fmartly written. 


21. Remarks on the Budget ; or, a Candid Examination of the Fa&s 
and Arguments offered to the Public in that Pamphlet. 8vo. Pr. 
6d. Wilkie. 

We have already + animadverted upon the Budget, and we 
recommend this performance as a very proper fapplement to our 
obfervations on the fubjeé& of our prefent finances, 


 * Review, vol. xviil. p. 392. t+ Vol. xvii.p. 448. 
22. The 
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22. Tie Favourite., With a Dedication to. my Lord B***, 8a. 
Pr. is.  Harrifon, 


Low, illiberal, hackneyed abufe againft Lord Bute, who, by 
fome lines quoted, in the title~page, from Churchill, is pointed 
out as a fit obje& for the knife of an enthufiaft. 


23. A Letter to the Public, containing fome important Hints relating 
to the Revenue. 8vo. Pr. 15. Bladon, 


The purpofe of this letter is of fo very obvious a nature, that 
it has been always overlooked, or, at leaft, not fufficiently at- 
tended to. The people of England pay immenfe fums to the 
exchequer, and indeed’ we may.add, to all other public offices, 
without receiving from them one fhilling of benefit. The au- 
thor has very judicioufly fhewn the original of thofe impofitions, 
and why, in the prefent ‘extenfive ftate of ‘the revenue, they 


fhould (at leaft in part) ceafe to exift. 


24. The: antient Rights of the Englith Nation to the American 
Fifbery, {Sco gto. Pr.3s. Baker. 


A laborious compilation of papers and documents, to prove 
that we ought not to have made the conceffions which the 
French obtained in the Newfoundland fifhery, by the definitive 
treaty. The great care taken by the captains of Britifh fhips 
ftutioned there, that the French fhall keep within the bounds, 
and to the forms, prefcribed by that treaty, is the ‘beft anfwer 
that can be given to this zealous author. 


25. Obferwations on Marriages, Baptifms, and Burials, as preferved 
in parochial Regifiers, Fe. By Ralph Bigiand, E/q. Somertet 
Firald. 4to. Pr. 34s. Dodfley. ae 
Though this pamphlet is little more than-a compilation from 

papers and former obfervations, yet it deferves the attention of 

the public, and even of the legiflature. | 


26. An Elegy to the Memory of the Rt. Hon. William, late Earl of 
Bath. 4to, Pr. 1s. 6d. Nicoll. 

A melancholy kind of an indignation runs through this 
poem, which renders it not unpleafing, and feems to be the 
compofition of a genius above the middling. . He is very fevere 
upon the game aét, though he has introduced it but aukwardly 
into his work. His chief.aim appears to be to brand lord Bath’s 
memory for his defeftion from the oppofitton to Sir Robert 
Walpole. We fhould have been glad ithe had told us what’the 
confequence. would have been to the public, had not that defee 
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tion happened, and what benefit it would have been to Great 
Britain, if lord Bath had fulfilled his ridiculous, rafh, inhuman, 
and indeed impraéticable refolution (if ever he made fuch) of 
bringing lord Orford to the block. 


27. The Conftituents. A Poem. By P. Stockdale. gto, 1s. Flexney. 


This is the compofition of a red-hot party-man, during the 
late election-politics at Berwick. He abufes Delaval and lord 
B , praifes Churchill, and goes through the common courfe 
of felf-applaufe, in a dialogue which he is fuppofed to hold with 
his friend, who is a courtier. After befpattering one nobleman 
who brings fwarms of his countrymen into England, he tells us, 


‘ And (horrid but to think!) what ftill is worfe, 
As of our crimes he were Goa’s chofen curfe; 

To him from hell to ftay, methinks ’tis given, 
Till every patriot is difpatch’d to heaven.’ 


A very complaifant gentleman-uther to heaven, this fame inhae 
bitant of hell! Neither can we omit a new mode of fatire 
which even Churchill himfelf, whom we fuppofe to be one of 
our author’s heaven-difpatched patriots, appears to have been 
ignorant of, and which outfoars even his moft irregular flights ; 
we mean the author making this lingerer of hell God’s chofen 
curfe of our crimes, The curfe of a crime is above our compre- 
henfion ; we with fome of our cafviftical readers would explain 
it. This bard, however, is not uniformly execrable; for af- 
ter the fever of party is over, he drops the following lines juft 
at its crifis. 


* Come, Virtue’s fair companion, confcious Thought ! 
By the world’s empire not too dearly bought ; 
The pride of youth, and the fupport of years, 
That even canft mingle ecftafy: with tears ; 

Oh! deign to take thy manfion in my breaft, 
And as I’m virtuous, ever make me bleft ? 

Make me ftill bold, to manhood up, from youth, 
And ev’ry friend of liberty and truth. 

‘ And when returning feafons bring my age 
(The care for ever of the good and fage) 

Bufy’d no more in the world’s empty ftrife, 
When all deferts me, e’en my very life ; 
Then, confcious Thought, refufe me not thy aid, 
But with thy gleams refrefh my lonely fhade.’ 


We have often, during the courfe of our undertaking, Ia. 
mented the effes af young men indulging a poetical tafte, or. 
; at 
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at leaft what they take to be fuch, amidft the partiality of 
friends, a confined circle of acquaintance, and a taftelefs illite- 
rate neighbourhood. They admire and admire, and gape, and 
wonder, and ftare at the beauties of his verfe and the richnefs of 
his genius, till the poor wretch is deluded into publication, and 
then hears the public pronounce him a——dunce, 


28. The Patriot Mufe, or Poems on fome of the principal Events of 
the late War; together with a Poem on the Peace. By an Ame- 
rican Gentleman. 8vo. Pr. 1s. 6d. Bird. 


This American gentleman is a very public-fpirited writer, 
and his mufe hovers over all our American tranfaétions from the 
defeat of Braddock to the late general peace, which gives her 
much difquiet. We are forry for her, poor lady! and likewife 
for the author, who tells us, that foon after the peace he and 
fome other Englifh gentlemen were fevesal times expelled the 
French court at Verfailles, with thefe remarkable words, Orex 
vous, Anglois; that is, Get ye gone, Englifhmen. But what 
could a patriot mufe expe at the court of Verfailles, but a kick 
on the b With regard toher verfes, we have feen worfe, 





zg. Churchill Defended, a Poem: addreffed to the Minority. 410. 
Pr. 2s. Flexney. 


This writer affects to be a fupplementa! Churchill, and tells 
us in an advertifement, that great part of his poem was com- 
pofed before he was acquainted with the melancholy news of 
that poet’s death; and, indeed, it muft be acknowledged there 
is fome refemblance in their manner of writing. He owns that, 
like Churchill, he is a clergyman, and that, like him, he fome- 
times drinks and whores. Before he knows of Churchill’s death, 
he thus addreffes him, in the following lines, which we think are 
not the beft in the poem, 


« What champion of Parnaffus will ftep forth . 
To blaft the cenfure that infefts thy worth, 
Bid all thy native luftre fully thine, 
IfI the juft, though daring tafk decline ? 
l_who (forgive the pride) prefume I fee 
Thy nature and thy fortune fall to me, 
Oft by the Thames, with genuine ardour fraught, 
Haft thou attended while thy Dryden taught : 
L in a harfher climate, on the Tweed, 
The wonderous poet oft was wont to read, 
Deep, and more deep imbibe his heaven-bred flame 
And figh ‘* Shall I too ever have a name ?” 
5 But 
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But both aur facred fires have long been quell’d 
Againft our genius curft reftraint rebell’d ; 
Lucklefs we plung’d into a fphere of life, 

With wit and learning conftantly at ftrife ; 
Each rofy doftor pafs’d our merits by, 

But mark’d our failings with a cruel eye.’ 


Thereft of this performance is of the chequered fort, fometimes 
panegyric, fometimes fatire, but.oftener a kind of an impulfe 
that rifes next to frenzy, always, however, abufing Mr. Church- 
ill’s enemies and praifing his friends. 


30. An Elegy on the Death of the late Rev. Mr. Charles Churchill. 
4to, Pr. ts. Field. 


This elegy is not only penned but printed in the true funereal 
manner, and the author’s grief, like that of Lear, rifes into 
madnefs; though we are forry to pronounce that to be the 
only circumftance in which he refembles Shakefpear. At the 
death of Churchill, 


Bairannia’s mighty bofom quakes, 

Her ample breaft with dire confufion fhakes. 

, CuHuRCHILL is fled; her ftedfaft foul recoils! 
Expos‘d sue lies to the insunters fpoils. 


If our reader has any defire of a farther fpecimen of this lu- 
gubrous performance, we recommend to him the two follow- 
ino lines; but Jet him beware of his jaws, if he offers to pro- 
nounce them. 


With vigorous mind, filled’ft the meafure well! 
Left’dft envious Fate but little fpoil behind. 


Another, and no more. What, reader, doft thou think of 
the flow of the following hexameter ? 


When lowly eminence paffes along. 


31. The Wig. A burlefque-fatirical Poem. By the Author of 
More Fun, 4to. Pr. 1s.6d. Flexney. 


This is one of thofe performances which give us pain in re- 
viewing. The author writes very prettily; his lines have har- 
mony, humour, nay fometimes wit, and yet it is not THE THING. 
His poem is rather a ftring of good lines, than an afflemblage of 
glowing beauties. They are without that mellownefs which 
the fterling genius of humour knows how to confer, and that 
fober drynefs which difcompofes the features of every face but 
that of the author. This fame Mr. Wigwam fets out poft- 


hafte for the land of laughter; but his Pegafus fometimes mif- 
takes 
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takes the road, .and is not always bebolden to his wings to pre 
vent him from foundering, Notwithftaading the,innocence o 
his fubjeét, he has been ingenious enough to convey into it a 
deal of ill-nature, and feveral ftrokes of unjuft as. well-as ill- 
judged fatire. As thofe are. the only lines that, the;nature of 
the poem (which is of the mock-heroic kind) can admit of be- 
ing detached from the body of the work, we, fhall forbear to 


quote them. 


32. The Race. By Mercurius Spur, Ef. with Notes. By Fau- 
ftinus Scriblerus. 4%0, Pr. 25. 6d. Flexney. 


We with Mr. Spur had not rowelled his Pegafus, into lame- 
nefs by this publication, which is a very impotent imitation of, 
Mr. Pope’s Dunciad, by abufing publifhers, . bogkfellers, au- 
thors, and even reviewers, we cannot fay without rhime or rea- 
fon; for hisrhimes are very tolerable, and his verfification, more, 
than paffable. 


33. Ode on, her, Majefty’s Birth Day, being kept .ou,the Eighteembh: 
of January, By the Rev. Mr. Hudfon, 4 Pr. 6d, Da- 


vis and Reymers. 


We have not been wanting, on.a former occafion (fee vol. vii. 
Pp» 378.) in doing juftice. to Mr. Hudfon’s merit; -bat. imparti- 
ality obliges us to confefs, that in this ode be refembles an un- 
{kilful finger who begins in fo high a note, that he cannot finifh 
his fong without fqualling. . Heis a perpetual epithetizer, con- 
fequently h mere poet ; nor is there a fentiment.in: this: Icarian 
performance that has not been fxg /onged to tatters. 


34. The Converfion of St. Paul: 4 Poetical Efay. By John Let- 
tice, M. A. Fellow of Sidney-Suffex College, Cambridge. 410. 
Pr. is. Whifton and White. 


A poet fhould always accommodate his diction to the nature 
of the fubjeé&t on which he writes, the incident he relates, and. 
the charaéter he introduces. If_he negiedts this .rule, he, be- 
trays a want of judgment, for which the harmony of his nums 
bers can never atone. Where eafeand fimplicity is required, 
pompous imagery and magnificent expreffions are unnatural and 
abfurd. When our author endeavours to give a poetical turn 
to the following expoftulation «Saul, Saul, why perfecureft.. 
thou me? it is hard for thee to kick againft the pricks”’——does., 
he not violate the fober and difpaflionate charaGer, of the Speaker 
by this oftentatious language and infulting refleion? 





€ Rafh mortal! check thine unavailing sage, 
Nor longer with eternal adamant 
Wage 



























































74 Montury CaTaLtocueE, 


Wage fruitlefs war, What? can an infeé&’s fting 
Rift the firm oak? or fhall the lion fall 

A recreant victim to the timid lamb ? 

With reverence wait the high behetts of heav’n; 
And know, proud reptile! ’tis that fov’reign pow’r, 
Th’ immortal God thy fury braves, whofe voice 
Arrefts thine ear.’ 


Some of the principal circumftances of this occurrence are here 
defcribed with the fame affected fublimity. The voice is ‘ tre- 
mendous, and pervades the air, lixe the frightful roar of cuth- 
ing cataradts ;’———-the ‘ proftrate feer is loft in the wild tran- 
{ports of th’impaffion’d foul ;’ iis fenfes are ‘ lock’d in 
dumb aftonifhment ;’—-—his eyes are plunged in the sorrent of 
th’ empyreal d/aze ; when his fight is reftored, he welcomes 
‘ the genial luxury of light ;;———* The deep decrees of heav’n 
unclouded fhine;’ and when he preaches the Gofpel, the 
‘ gazing fynagogue devour his pregnant {peech.’ 

It would, however, be injuftice to infinuate that our author 
has no pretenfions to the honour he has received *. Many paf- 
fages in this performance deferve applaufe ; and though fome 
of his expreflions are turgid and unnatural, yet, in general, 
they are juftand fignificant. When St. Paul difcourfes of a fu- 
ture ftate, the effect of his irrefiftible perfuafion is emphatically 
defcribed : 














Affrighted confcience ’wakes ; 
The murd’rer ftarts aghaft! th’ oppreffor groans ; 
Th’ adult’rer trembles, and the harlot weeps,’ 


35. The Life and Adventures of Benjamin Brafs, an Irith Fortune- 
Hunter. 2 Vols. w2m0. Pr. 5s. Nicoll. 


li has been obfervd, that Mr. Fielding committed a kind of a 
mifnomer when he publifhed the work which goes under the 
name of The Hiftory of Jofeph Andrews ; for its principal en- 
tertainment confifts in the hiftory and character of his friend 
parfon Abraham Adams. In like manner the merit of thefe two 
volumes arifes from Mr. Brafs’s friend Fitzpatrick, without whom 
the whole wouldbe a more infipid and unentertaining medley 
than it is. The adventures of this pair of friends are too low and 
too hackneyed for being either quoted or criticifed ; but Fitz- 
patrick’s character, as coming rough and pure from the mint 
of credulity, ignorance, and fuperftition, added to his large po- 
tations of Giffard’s bef, is drawn with no unfkilful hand, and is 





* Mr. Seaton’s premium. 
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very laughable. Thehero, Mr. Brafs, is a compofition of ftu- 
pidity and villainy ; and the author, contrary to the cataftrophes 
common to fuch publications, leaves him to rot in a prifon. 


36. New Amufements of the German Spa. Written in French, iz 
the Year 1763, by J. P. de Limbourg, M.D. &:. 2 Fols. 
12mo. Pr. 6s. Owen. 


It was neceffary for the editors of this work to infert in the 
title the epithet new, to give it a currency with the public, 
The Old Amufements are well known. The author, in his 
preface, profefies himfelf to be a phyfician, and confequently 
infers that he has frequent admittance to all ranks of people, 
their parties of pleafure, and their converfations ; ergo, he is 
well-qualified for the fubje&t he undertakes. For our own 
parts, we look upon this work to be a kind of an almanack, 
and confequently we may expect next year, on.finding out a 
new fpring, on the improvement of an old walk, or the inven- 
tion of new whims, commonly known by the name of zew di- 
verfions, to fee newer Amufements of the Spa publithed. 

Works of this kind have multifarious tendencies. In the firft 
place, they are of infinite fervice to the gentlemen-importers of 
the Spa water into Great Britain; and by fome intimations in 
the firft volume of thefe Amufements, we find the preference 
given to the importers of the Pouhon Spa (for whom look into 
our daily papers pafim); the virtues of which are here fuper- 
latively recommended. In the fecond place, the two volumes 
before us ferve as pretty Vade Mecums of information to the 
fauntering patients who refort to thofe celebrated fprings: they 
may be taken along with the falts, and are fo eafy of digeftion, 
that they pafs as quickly through the mind as the others do 
through the body. Laftly, the fale of them in the French, 
German, and Englifh languages have afforded very pretty pick- 
ings to thofe concerned in their publication. As to the work 
itfelf, it is executed with as much judgment and accuracy as the 
fubje& will permit; but annexed to it are fome of the vileft, 
dulleft novels we ever had the misfortune to perufe. But pray, 
gentlemen and ladies, above all things (that we may repeat the 
words of one of the editors), ‘* To prevent impofition, be cares 
ful to afk for Owen’s water-warehoufe; and always have a bill 
and receipt figned by W. Owen. This caution is become very 
neceflary, as large quantities of Bru water are fold at a low 
price for the true Pouhon Spa water, to the frequent difap- 
pointment of the phyficians and their patients.” 


37° The. 
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37- The Young Lady’s Geography ; containing a Defcription of the fe- 
weral Parts of the known World, Sc.&Fc. + 12m0. 35. Baldwin. 


There is fcarcely a ftudy fo generally ufeful as that of geo- 
graphy. A-gentleman or a lady may be deftitute of all know- 
ledge of languages, hiftory, poetry, mathematics, or the 

like ; but neither fex can difpenfe with fome knowledge of 
geography. Every friend or acquaintance they have abroad, 
every with they form of becoming richer or more accomplifhed 
by travel; nay, every news-paper they read calls for fome 
knowledge in this fcience ; not to mention the prodigious range 
it opens to ideas and improvements of every kind. The work 
before us is fufficiently adapted to give not only young ladies, 
but young gentlemen, a competent idea of this very amufing as 
well as profitable ftudy ; and confidering the various purpofes it 
is intended to ferve, we may venture to affert, that it is the moft 
eafily attained of any part of education. The author introduces 
it by a differtation explaining thole [cientifical parts of the ftudy 
which render the pratical ones eafily comprehended, fo as to 
be applied with propriety in converfation and reading. 


38. A Letter to the Fellows of Sion-College, &e. By Ferdinando 
Warner, L. L. D. Redor of Queenhithe, and Prefident of Sion- 
College. 8v0. Pr. 6d. Davis and Reymers. 


In this letter Dr. Warner very charitably and pathetically re- 
prefents the infufficiency of all the expedients which have been 
hitherto contrived for the maintenance of the widows and chil- 
dren of clergymen who die and leave their families in diftrefs ; 
recommends the eftablifhment of a fociety, confifting of all 
fuch perfons, laity or clergy, as fhall annually fubfcribe one 
guinea, or more, or make a donation of twenty guineas ; and 
propofes a dividend of twenty pounds a year to the widows 
and children of thofe clergymen who were fubfcribers within 
twelve months after the eftablifhment of this fociety; or twelve 
months after their admittance into priefts orders: or, if they 
did not commence fubfcribers within the time aforefaid, have 
paid the arrears, with a fine of two guineas more, towards a 


capital ftock for a policy. 7 
This fcheme contains forty-one articles, exhibiting a fketch 


of fuch rules and orders as the doétor thinks proper to be ob- 
ferved, or, at leaft, confidered, by the clergy to whom this 


‘letter is addreffed. 
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